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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 
 

 
Though authors state in the first sentence in the “Abstract” that NM was found effective, how 
was it regarded as effective in the absence of well-controlled randomized trials? 
Exact overall criterion of effectiveness of the drug should be specified. 
Exact protocol should be prescribed concerning the dose and route and timing of 
administration of the drug. 
Demographic of the patients should be presented. 
 
 
 

 
Greetings  
We are very pleased to inform you that all the respected reviewers' 
comments were accepted and addressed as follows: 
 
 

 The effectiveness of Nafamostat mesylate was corrected 

 The dose and route of administration of the drug and the patients 

demographic were included. The manuscript underwent a major 

rewrite and updated. More recent double blind randomized control 

trials have been included, 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Lines 1-3 in “Eligibility Criteria” do not make sense and there are other ungrammatical 
sentences. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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