Q)
SCIENCEDOMAIN international QG 7

www.sciencedomain.org

SDI Review Form 1.6

Journal Name: International Blood Research & Reviews
Manuscript Number: Ms_IBRR_33385
Title of the Manuscript:

Blood group phenotype frequencies in blood donors in the northeast of Democratic Republic of
Congo

Type of the Article

General quideline for Peer Review process:

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is
scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline)

PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with
reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is
mandatory that authors should write

his/her feedback here)
Compulsory REVISION It is a good idea but the paper is full of language and
comments grammar mistakes The small sample size is related to the
The number of donors is not enough to conclude such shortage of antisera in the single
results existing center in the region.

Why not increase number
It is merely a reporting of blood grouping in small series

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)



