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PART1: ReviewComments 
 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart 
inthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback 
here) 

Pleasewriteafew 
sentencesregardingtheimportance 
ofthismanuscriptfor 
thescientificcommunity.Whydo 
youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript?Aminimumof3-4 
sentencesmayberequiredforthispart. 

Thismanuscriptprovidesvaluableinsightsintothehematologicalandimmunologicaldifferencesamong 
differentcategoriesofblooddonors,whichiscrucial forimprovingblooddonationsafetyanddonorrecruitment 
strategies.ThecomparativeanalysisofhaematologicalparametersandCD4/CD41countscanhelpinform 
policiesaimedatreducingrisksassociatedwithcommercialblooddonationsandenhancingthesafetyof 
transfusions.However,whilethe studyaddressesanimportantissue,thefindingsonCD4/CD41countslack 
significantdifferences,whichcouldweakenthemanuscript’simpact.Overall,theworkcontributestothe 
ongoingdiscussionondonorsafetyindevelopingcountrieslikeNigeria. 
 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

Maynotbeentirelysuitable,asitimpliesa significantfocusontheanalysisofCD4andCD41counts.However, 
theabstractindicatesthatnosignificantdifferenceswerefoundintheseparameter
s. Suggestedchanges: 

� IfCD4andCD41countsarenotthe keyfocusofthe studyoriftheiranalysisdidnot yield significant 
findings,itwouldbebettertoeither: 

oExcludeCD4andCD41fromthetitletopreventconfusion. 
oIncludethembutclarifythatthe studyexplorestheirtrends,eveniftheresultsare not 

statisticallysignificant. 
Here’sa possiblerevision: 
"ComparativeAnalysisofHaematologicalParametersAmongThreeCategoriesofBloodDonorsin 
Ibadan,Nigeria" 
Thistitle focusesonthehaematologicalparametersandreflectsthesignificantfindingsreportedintheabstract.If 
CD4andCD41are stilla partofthe studybutnotthemainfocus,theycanbementionedwithinthe studybutnot 
highlightedinthetitle. 

 

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Doyou 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)of 
somepointsinthis 
section?Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere. 

Theabstractprovidesusefulinsightsintothestudy'saimsandfindings,butthereare severalareasthatneed 
improvementforclarityandstructure.First,thementionof CD4andCD41countsinthetitlesuggestsa 
significantfocusontheseparameters,buttheabstractreportsno significantdifferences,whichmaymislead 
readers.Thephrasingin somepartsisalsovague,suchasthe'decreasein 
values'withoutspecifyingwhether 
thesedecreasesareclinicallyrelevant.Additionally,theconclusioncouldbe 
strengthenedbyprovidingclearer 
recommendationsbasedonthefindings.Considerrevisingtheabstracttoimproveclarity,focus,andalignme

 

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript 
appropriate? 

Ok  

Pleasewriteafew sentencesregardingthescientific 
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydo 
youthinkthat 
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnica
lly sound?Aminimumof3-
4sentencesmayberequired forthispart. 

Thetitlesuggestsa comparativeanalysisof CD4andCD41counts,butthemanuscriptdoesnotprovideany 
significantanalysisrelatedtotheseparameters.I recommendeitherincludinga detailedanalysisof CD4and 
CD41countsorrevisingthetitletobetterreflecttheactualcontentand focusofthe study. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?If youhave 
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasemen
tion theminthereviewform. 
- 

Whilethemanuscriptcoversrelevanttopics,themajorityofthereferencesarefrom2015orearlier.Tostrengthen 
thepaper,I 
recommendupdatingthereferencestoincludemorerecentstudiesanddata,ideallyfromthepastfive 
years,toreflectthecurrentstateofresearchinthisarea. 
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MinorREVISIONcomments 

 
Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitabl
e forscholarlycommunications? 

ThequalityoftheEnglishlanguageneedssignificantimprovement.Thereare numerous,awkwardphrasingand 
unclearexpressionsthroughoutthetext, whichaffectthereadabilityandclarityofthepaper.I 
recommendthat theauthorsrevisethemanuscriptthoroughly,preferablywiththeassistanceofa 
nativeEnglishspeakerora 
professionaleditingservice,toenhancetheflow,precision,andoverallqualityofthelanguage. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments ClarityandOrganization:Themanuscriptprovidesa comprehensivecomparisonofblooddonorsacross 
differentcategories,butsome 
sections,especiallythemethodology,couldbenefitfromclearerandmoredetailed 
explanations.Ensuringthatall 
stepsofthemethodologyareexplicitlydescribedwillenhancethereproducibility ofthe study. 

TitleandAbstractAlignment:Thetitlesuggestsa 
focusonCD4andCD41counts,buttheabstractindicates 
thattheseparametersdidnotshowsignificantdifferences.Itmaybebeneficialtorevisethetitletobetterreflect 
themainfindingsofthestudyortoemphasizethelackofsignificantresultsinCD4andCD41counts. 

StatisticalAnalysis:Thestatisticalmethodsusedareappropriate,butthemanuscriptcouldbenefitfroma 
moredetailedexplanationofhowthe 
statisticalanalyseswereconducted.Clarifyingtherationalebehind 
choosingspecificstatisticaltestsandtheirimplicationsfortheresultswouldstrengthenthemanuscript. 

InterpretationofResults:Theresultssectionprovidesvaluabledata,buttheinterpretationcouldbeexpand
ed todiscusspotentialclinicalimplicationsmorethoroughly.Highlightinghowthefindingsmightimpactblood 
donationpoliciesandpracticesinNigeriawouldadddepthtothediscussion. 

LiteratureReview:Whiletheintroductionsetsa solidfoundation,incorporatingamorerecentreviewof 
relevantliteraturecouldprovideadditionalcontextforthe study.This 
wouldhelpsituatetheresearchwithinthe currentlandscapeofblooddonorsafetyandpractices. 

 
 
Based on the information provided, there is no direct mention of competing interests in the 

manuscript. 
However, here are some points to consider to determine if there might be competing interests: 
1. Funding Sources: Check if the manuscript discloses any funding sources or financial support 

received for the study. If the research was funded by organizations with a vested interest in the 
outcomes, this could be considered a competing interest. 

2. Affiliations and Relationships: Look at the affiliations of the authors and any potential 
relationships with commercial entities or organizations involved in blood donation or transfusion. Any 
direct or indirect relationships that might influence the study’s design, conduct, or interpretation 
should be disclosed. 

3. Conflict of Interest Statements: Ensure that the manuscript includes a statement regarding 
conflicts of interest, typically found in the acknowledgments or at the end of the discussion. Authors 
should declare any personal or professional interests that could be perceived to influence the study. 

4. Bias and Objectivity: Assess whether the study’s design, analysis, or conclusions could be 
biased due to any personal or professional interests of the authors. This includes examining whether 
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 Reviewer’scomment Author’scomment(ifagreedwiththe reviewer,correctthe 

manuscriptandhighlightthatpartinthemanuscript.Itismandatory 
thatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedbackhere) 

 
Arethereethicalissuesinthismanuscript? 
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