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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.


	 For the sample analysis, I think 5ml of blood is too much, considering the anticoagulant-to-blood ratio of the EDTA tube. It is also important to take note that only a little volume of blood is required by the Haematology analyzer, while the author needs to state that the blood was centrifuged after the CBC after which the plasma was used to run the HIV I & II, HBV, HCV and Syphilis assays using immunochromatography (I suppose) because all these details were not provided. For the Hb electrophoresis, only about a drop or thereabout of blood is needed. So a smaller volume of blood should have been used, to avoid wastage.
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	Establishment of Haematological Reference Values in Healthy Undergraduates Aged 16-35 Years in part of South-South Nigeria
	

	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 study area is only a part of South-South Nigeria. This should reflect in the aim. The results are lumped up. Some values are set to 2 decimal places while some are set to 1 decimal place or more. This should be consistent. There is no need to start the conclusion with “In conclusion.” The results also didn’t show the reference ranges you compared your findings with. The CI values of each parameter in the results section should be written individually. For eg PCV (3.7-5.8) etc.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are old. E.g 1972.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author should do a general revision of the results section. The results appear muddled up.
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