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	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 paper is important to the scientific community because it highlights the importance of transfusion-transmissible infections (TTIs) to blood safety. The study concludes that TTIs, primarily syphilis, HIV, hepatitis B virus (HBV), and hepatitis C virus (HCV), continue to pose a significant public health risk, particularly in low- and middle-income nations such as Nigeria. Syphilis, HIV, and HBV cases show that these infectious agents are persistent threats or emerging issues that require stringent, continuous, and improved screening and surveillance practices, even though the overall reported prevalence of TTIs in this particular cohort (6.25%) was lower than in some earlier Nigerian data.

Additionally, the study of the relationship between ABO/RhD blood types and TTI risk contributes useful, however insignificant, information to the worldwide endeavor to comprehend host susceptibility, eventually reaffirming the need for  strong donor selection and sensitive screening are the main tactics for blood safety.
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	The title is precise and suitable one. However, I can suggest the alternative title, 

‘TTI Seroprevalence and Its Relationship to ABO/RhD Blood Types in Blood Donors at University College


	

	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 thorough, containing all of the necessary aspects of a scientific summary—background, aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, simple modifications could improve clarity and completeness. These include including the overall sample size early on, indicating the most prevalent ABO blood group in the results, and simplifying TTI prevalence reporting. Finally, the conclusion should focus on the essential finding—that ABO/RhD phenotypes do not predict TTI status—while keeping recommendations brief.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript adheres to accepted research practices in transfusion medicine and is of high scientific quality. A descriptive cross-sectional study with a correctly determined sample size of 144 using Cochran's formula is its robust design. Laboratory techniques that follow established protocols include ELISA-based TTI screening and standard tile agglutination for blood grouping. Descriptive statistics and chi-square tests were used in the right statistical analyses. The findings are true; there is no discernible correlation between TTI status and ABO/RhD groups, which is in line with biological plausibility and epidemiological evidence.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The majority of the citations are from 2024 and 2025, reflecting the most recent transfusion medical literature, and the references are sufficient and current. They include TTI prevalence in Nigeria and Africa, the relationship between ABO/RhD blood groups and TTIs, and the necessary methodological and ethical requirements. A few earlier but important studies are given for perspective. To further the debate, include references to the molecular processes of HBV and HIV entry, latest WHO or NBTS guidelines on nucleic acid testing (NAT), and studies investigating syphilis-blood group connections.
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	The language and English quality of the article are generally appropriate for scholarly communication because the content is straightforward, has a logical academic framework, and use proper scientific vocabulary.
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