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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments 1. Title needs modification, the authors 1. Another reviewer's comment suggested that
indicated in the introduction that ‘examined the title of our papaer was not adequate.
the effects of various anticoagulant agents Therefore, We changed the titile.
including heparin, sodium citrate, GM, and NM | Effects of co-infusion of plasma, whole blood
on clotting activities’. But the title captures and anticogulants on its clotting activities
only N afamostat mesilate. 2 We described the methology about expired FFP
(63-66).
2. The methodology is poorly written. Authors
should justify the invitro design of the study | |t was not necessary that the permission from
and the use of expired FFP. proprietors of NM, GM and other products, because
all the agents are usually commercial.
Authors should obtain permission from
proprietors of NM, GM and other products We added the sentences about ethical comment.(74,
before publication 190-191).
Details of approving institution for ethical
clearance should be provided
Minor REVISION comments 1. The actual test done using the software should 1. We had already written the software, JMP in
be stated. the methodology.
2. Authors should convert the tables presented to 2. Only Table 4 was converted into Figure 1.

graphs.

Optional /General comments

Discussion and Conclusion should be merged

152: space the words ‘NMbutnot GMreducesthe’

Discussion and Conclusion should be merged
(171).
We corrected the space.
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