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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 
 

-Increase key words specially include those used as abbreviation. 
-Sample size can be increased easily. 
-Include Graphs also. 
-Kindly use same type of font in whole manuscript as it will look good. 
-Table should have well defined borders. 
 

- Key words increased including the abbreviated forms 
- Graphs added 
- Font adjusted 
- Tables adjusted 
- Well regarding sample size, the budget that was allocated for this 

research area was only enough for working on this sample size, 
However, larger research budget is being processed now for further 
studies on the effect of delayed plasma separation on coagulation 
factors on a larger sample size of 100 units of each component for 
more detailed and conclusive results 
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