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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is crucial for the scientific community as it explores the potential of reference values and numerical ratios of total plasma proteins and hemoglobin concentration as novel parameters for blood donor eligibility assessment. The study's findings have significant implications for improving donor screening processes and increasing the availability of safe blood products. By identifying new biomarkers for blood donor eligibility, this research can help reduce deferral rates and enhance the overall safety of blood donation. Furthermore, the study's comprehensive literature search and analysis provide valuable insights into the current state of knowledge on this topic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Systematic Review of Reference Values and Numerical Ratios of Total Plasma Proteins and Hemoglobin Concentration as Novel Parameters for Blood Donors' Preliminary Eligibility Assessment" is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It clearly conveys the main topic and scope of the study.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the study's background, objective, methodology, results, and conclusions. However, it could be improved by adding more specific details about the study's findings, such as the exact values of the numerical ratios and their implications for blood donor eligibility assessment.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct, and the authors have provided a thorough analysis of the literature. The study's methodology is well-described, and the results are presented in a clear and concise manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are sufficient and recent. However, the authors may want to consider adding more references to support specific points or to provide additional context.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications. The writing is clear, and the authors have used proper grammar and terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is a valuable contribution to the field of blood donation and has significant implications for improving donor screening processes. With some minor revisions, the manuscript could be even stronger and make a meaningful impact on the scientific community.
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