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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 
 

 
 

1. Author is expecting to highlight on Stop the bleeding campaign on the 
introduction part of manuscript. 

2. Author should discuss on control measure and management of bleeding 
emergency within or out the hospital care. 

3. Author should acertain the family history of the participant. 
 
 

The authors appreciate the feedback.  The Stop the Bleed campaign is 
highlighted in the Significance section of the introduction.  The authors feel as 
though this article should focus more on efficacy of Stop the Bleed education 
rather than haemorrhage control measures.  We would like to note that Stop 
the Bleed is primarily for out of hospital persons.  The authors are examining 
efficacy of Stop the Bleed education among professionally trained and 
laypersons rather than Stop the Bleed itself; thus, ascertaining the family 
history is not considered here. 
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The authors would like to thank the reviewer for his/her time and thorough 
evaluation of the article. 
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