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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

Minor REVISION comments

1. In terms of the rating scale, | would like to know how
much the hemorrhagic volume could be according to
each scale. I want the authors to add some comments in
the corresponding text.

2. How were the differences between the platelet
dysfunctions or coagulation factor deficiencies in
bleeding patterns or amount identified during the study?

3. Finally, what kind of treatments or procedures are
done in each case of bleeding noted, for instance, from
simple observations to platelet transfusions, etc?

Optional /General comments
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