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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 highlights the clinical importance of assessing the hemostatic variations in the tested population. 
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	Prevalence of Coagulation and Fibrinolytic Abnormalities among Voluntary Blood Donors at University College Hospital, Ibadan: A Cross-Sectional Study
This title may not be relevant and requires modifications. 
 Because while performing a cross-sectional study, a specific time period is generally mentioned, as there are possibilities of changes to occur in course of time.
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Prevalence of Coagulation and Fibrinolytic Abnormalities among Voluntary Blood Donors at University College Hospital, Ibadan, and Assessment of  Transfusion Safety 
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	Instead of using numerical like  (1), highlight references I paragraphs like this, Sang Y et al, 2020
Recommendations may be removed totally, as it's not mandatory for this article, and moreover, the concept of cross-sectional study is not satisfactorily met within this article.
Recommendations

Include routine donor evaluation with periodic screening of hemostatic indicators, especially for high-frequency or repeat donors. 

Create a system for referring donors who exhibit anomalous results for additional clinical evaluation.

Perform long-term research to determine whether donors' hemostatic variations affect recipients' transfusion results. 

Increase blood bank staff knowledge and 
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