Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Research and Reports in Hematology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJR2H_147934

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Evaluation of Selected Haemostatic Biomarkers among Blood Donors at University College Hospital, Ibadan, Oyo State, Nigeria

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 is an important manuscript that highlights the significance of analysing haemostatic biomarkers as a way of improving blood transfusion safety for both donors and recipients.  It profiles the most important coagulation factors including fibrinogen, prothrombin time and D-dimer molecules in apparently healthy population, which has not previously been considered to be necessary. It tries to establish some kind of baseline measures for the haemostatic biomarkers within the local Nigerian population for future reference, though on a small scale. 
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	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and could be improved by summarizing it further so that it does not exceed one page. It should be able to fit on just a single page and not two pages. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. However, it needs improvement and revision in the results section where data from participants that are supposed to be in the exclusion criteria [i.e., people with hypertension, diabetes and malaria] appear to have been included. This needs to be corrected by removing the data of such people, since they are not supposed to be included in the study in the first place, according to the exclusion criteria of the authors.
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	The references are sufficient.
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	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication
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	The authors should revisit the results section and remove data of people who are not supposed to have participated in this study [i.e., those with hypertension, diabetes and malaria] because they fall within the exclusion criteria of the study. So, the actual number of the study participants should be below 180 after removing those with those chronic diseases and malaria. 
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