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DetailedReviewer’sReport
The manuscript presents a descriptive observational study assessing the frequency and types of pre-
analytical errors in routine clinical laboratory samples at a tertiary-care hospital. The topic is relevant to
laboratoryqualityassuranceandpatientsafety, andthestudyobjective isclearlystated. Themethodology and
results are generally appropriate for a cross-sectional audit, and the conclusions are aligned with the
descriptive nature of the data.

Overall,the manuscriptis suitableforpublicationfollowingminor clarifications.
ClarificationonAssessmentof“ImpactonLaboratory Results”

In Table 3 (“Impact of Pre-Analytical Errors on Laboratory Results”), the manuscript lists affected
parameters and the observed direction of change (e.g., hemolysis causing falsely increased potassium,
LDH, and AST).

Asareader,it isnotentirely clearwhether:

1. Theseimpactsweredirectlyobservedandmeasuredinthecurrentstudy’ssamplesbycomparing

faulty and non-faulty specimens, or

2. These impacts representwell-established analytical effects drawn from standard laboratory

knowledge, included to contextualize the observed errors.



ISSN(0):2320-5407|ISSN(P):3107-4928

InternationalJournalofAdvancedResearch
Publisher’sName:JanaPublicationandResearchLLP

www.journalijar.com

REVIEWER’SREPORT

TheauthorsarerequestedtoclarifythispointexplicitlyintheMethodsorResultssection.
Iftheeffectsweremeasured,briefinformationonhowcomparisonsweremadeshouldbeprovided. If the effects
are literature-based, this should be clearly stated to avoid misinterpretation.

2. ProvideBrief Operational Definitions

To improve reproducibilityand transparency, brieflydefine how major errors were identified (e.g., visual

assessment of hemolysis, criteria for delayed transport).
Thiscan bedone conciselyin the Materials andMethodssection.
3. ClarifySampling Approach

Indicate whether the 200 samples were collected consecutively and over what approximate time frame.

This will address potential concerns about selection bias.
4. MinorEditorialCorrections

o Ensureconsistent terminology(‘“‘pre-analytical’vs “preanalytical”).

o Correctminorgrammaticalandformattingissues.

o Ensurealltables and figuresareclearlylabeled and referencedinthetext.
Final Recommendation

This is a relevant and well-presented descriptive audit of pre-analytical laboratory errors. With the

requested clarification and minor editorial refinements, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.



