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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.


	The manuscript investigates the effect of holding time on the residual leukocyte count (RLC) and protein concentration (PC) in unfiltered fresh frozen plasma (FFP). The topic is highly relevant to transfusion medicine and quality control practices, especially in optimizing plasma processing parameters for both safety and efficiency. The study is generally well-organized, and the data presentation is clear. However, several aspects of the design, analysis, and interpretation need refinement to strengthen scientific rigor and clarity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.

The title is concise, informative, and clearly reflects the main variables studied.

Optional suggestion: You may consider “Effect of Holding Time on Residual Leucocyte Counts and Protein Concentration in Unfiltered Fresh Frozen Plasma” for added precision.
	

	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 summary of the objectives, methods, and findings. However, it would be strengthened by including specific numerical results and p-values to highlight statistical significance.
Suggestion: Add quantitative details such as mean RLC and PC differences and corresponding p-values.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically sound and methodologically structured. The statistical analyses (Shapiro–Wilk, Mann–Whitney, t-test, and SPC) are appropriate for the dataset, though effect size reporting would further enhance the interpretation. The discussion is logical and supported by recent references. The conclusions are consistent with the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The manuscript includes 15 references that are relevant and up-to-date, with several from high-quality journals (e.g., Transfusion, Vox Sanguinis). 
	

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


	Yes, overall language quality is good. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper provides practical implications for improving FFP production workflows and transfusion safety.

Figures could be more legible with consistent labeling and axis titles.
Minor Revision; The manuscript is scientifically valid, addresses a clinically relevant problem, and contributes novel data on FFP holding time optimization. Minor improvements in figure presentation, abstract detail, and language polish would make it ready for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns identified. The study reports approval by the University of Malta Faculty Research Ethics Committee (FREC No. FHS-2024-00108).
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