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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 manuscript provides essential regional haematological reference values, improving diagnostic accuracy for the Nigerian population. It fills an important data gap and supports better clinical and research interpretations in sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Establishment of Haematological Reference Values among Healthy Undergraduate Students in 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 abstract is fairly comprehensive, covering the objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, it could be improved by briefly highlighting the study’s significance or application in clinical practice. Also, condensing some numerical details would enhance readability and focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology, data analysis, and ethical considerations. Minor issues in data presentation and typographical consistency could be refined, but overall, the scientific basis is solid.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant but could include a few more recent studies on haematological reference ranges from similar African populations to strengthen the discussion. Adding literature from the last five years would make the manuscript more up to date.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable, but minor grammatical errors and inconsistent phrasing are present. A careful round of language editing or proofreading would improve readability and ensure it meets scholarly standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important gap in regional haematological data and provides valuable baseline information. Improving data presentation, refining the abstract, and polishing the language would enhance its overall quality. With minor revisions, the paper could make a strong contribution to clinical and laboratory research in the region.
Based on the manuscript’s scientific quality, clarity, and relevance. Therefore, the manuscript fits best under the “Minor Revision” category.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NA

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	The authors have declared no conflicts of interest, which supports the credibility and transparency of the study.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	I did not find clear proof of plagiarism for the manuscript you provided.

· A similar study titled “Establishment of reference values for selected haematological parameters in young adult Nigerians”.
· However, the manuscript you shared (with age group 16-35 yrs, undergraduates in South-South Nigeria) appears distinct in sample and context.

· If you like, I can check for close text-matching (word-for-word overlap) against existing published articles to be more thorough.


	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	“I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr. Debalina Sahoo

	Department of Reviewer
	Physiology

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	West Bengal University of Health Sciences

	Country of Reviewer
	India

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Assistant Professor

	Email ID of Reviewer
	dev.sahoo90@gmail.com
dev.sahoo90@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	8511939585

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Medical Physiology; Haematology; Clinical Research; Human Physiology; Biomedical Science; Physiology book author 


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (03-07-2024)


