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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 
 

Lines 105-109: The text is exact copy of the reference. Please rephrase. 
Lines 99-109: It is not clearly explained why the storing of blood reduced the 
availability of female blood donors. 
Line 122: the main indication of plasma transfusion is to correct deficiencies of clotting 
factors, for which a specific concentrate is not available [Blood Transfus. 2009 Apr; 7(2): 
132–150.] and not restoration of blood volume! Please rewrite the whole paragraph 
according to the bibliography. 
Lines 128-130: Are there any data supporting that FP and FFP are clinically equally 
effective? Please search the literature and revise accordingly. Please indicate in 
which situations the decrease of FVIII in transfused plasma is not clinically 
important. 
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