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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 comments

Abstract:
“Blood samples were collected from all participants without anticoagulant. The serum was
mixed with different concentrations...”
Comment: This description seems fallacious. If whole blood were collected, it would
spontaneously coagulate within ~ 7 min. The resultant serum would no longer contain
fibrinogen to coagulate. What is there to test or to measure?
Section 2.1 IN VITRO WHOLE BLOOD CLOTTING TIME
e The procedure is not clearly described. Presumably, a given volume of freshly
drawn whole blood was mixed with 100 ul extract. Requires clearer description of
methodology..
e How was clot retraction measured? Not really described.
e The plant extract is not characterized at all. What was in the extract?

Section 3. Results

Many tables with many numbers that do not clarify the point. As there are only a few
parameters being measured, it does not require intensive statistical treatment or analysis.
If the effect of the extract relates to platelet activity, then a study on platelets would have
been required i.e. aggregation profile, activation etc.

What is the point of this study...does it relate to a standard test or clinical parameter?

1. The statements describing the methods in the abstract and
methodology sections are now amended to clarify how the tests were
performed.

2. Following your comment, tables are minimized to only THREE tables,
one for each test.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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