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Questions 

Rating Result 

[Poor] 1-5 
[Excellent] 

1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 5 

(Please insert your comments) 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 3 

The abstract can be strengthened by briefly explaining the key findings of the study. The rest is very 
clear.  

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.  3 

It would be good to edit the English grammar of the article. It will improve the presentation. 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3 

Need to justify the methodological approach. Explain the ethical considerations.  

 

 



5. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the content. 3 

What are the key findings and how they impact on future?  

6. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4 

As you justify methodological approach and explain ethics, there will be further references.  

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation)： 

Accepted, no revision needed  

Accepted, minor revisions needed X 

Return for major revision and resubmission  
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):  

This is a very interesting and useful articles. Following are my suggestions to strengthen this article:  

 

a. Edit the English grammar, which will improve the presentation.  

b. In abstract, please briefly present the key findings.  

c. Your methodology section needs to be strengthened by explaining the following:  

i. Explain your selected methodological approach 

ii. Justify the methodology and methods 

iii. Explain the ethics approval and ethical consideration 

d. In the Discussion section of the paper, please explain how the results are contributing to the future of 

blood donation (for volunteers) and services (Albanian Red Cross).  
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