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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 addresses a highly relevant and sensitive area of surgical and anesthetic practice—managing anaemic patients who refuse allogenic blood transfusions. With the growing emphasis on patient autonomy and individualized care, such cases are becoming increasingly common in modern clinical settings. The review comprehensively discusses various evidence-based strategies for optimizing preoperative hematocrit and packed cell volume, offering practical insights for clinicians. It also emphasizes the need for standardization of transfusion-free surgical protocols, thereby contributing meaningfully to the ongoing dialogue on ethical and safe blood management in surgery.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and focus of the manuscript. It clearly conveys the scope (clinical methods and strategies) and the specific patient group (those refusing allogenic blood transfusion).

Suggested Minor Improvement: Consider simplifying slightly for better readability, e.g.,

“Optimizing Preoperative Hematocrit in Anemic Patients Refusing Allogenic Blood Transfusion: A Critical Review of Clinical Methods and Strategies.”
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the topic, background, and objectives. However, it can be improved by including a more structured format that briefly summarizes the methods of literature review, key findings, and future implications.

Suggestion: Add 1–2 sentences summarizing the most effective interventions discussed and mention any gaps identified in current practice or literature.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The discussion is logical, and the references support the statements made. The authors effectively summarize and critique available methods for hematocrit optimization, such as erythropoietin therapy, iron supplementation, intraoperative blood salvage, and acute normovolemic hemodilution.

However, the paper would benefit from:

Clearer distinction between evidence-supported practices and emerging or experimental strategies.

A table summarizing the comparative efficacy of different techniques, if data permit.

              Inclusion of brief comments on medico-legal aspects of treating patients refusing transfusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are adequate and relevant, but some are slightly outdated. Inclusion of recent literature (2020–2024) on blood conservation and patient blood management would strengthen the manuscript.

Suggested Additions:

Articles on recent perioperative blood management guidelines.

Systematic reviews on erythropoietin use and iron therapy in preoperative anemia.

               Recent case reports or institutional protocols for transfusion-free surgery.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally clear and understandable. However, a few sentences are lengthy and may be simplified for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-written and clinically meaningful review. The authors successfully integrate ethical, practical, and medical dimensions of a complex topic. Adding visual elements (tables or flowcharts) would make the manuscript more reader-friendly. The inclusion of future perspectives or recommendations for institutional policies on transfusion-free surgery would further enrich the article.
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