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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

-  i wonder to see assays using specific substrates for thrombin, as those from 
Chromogenix. 
- It is really intriguing for me the structural similarity to PLA2 enzymes. And, I wonder if 
authors perform assays related to the enzymatically-inactive PLA2, as myotoxic activity, 
effects on platelet aggregation, edema. Do authors did such assays? Or I suggest discuss 
more about it.  
- How authors measured clot? 
- Why did authors did not perform appt or pt assays? 
- I would like to see in the manuscript more results describing homogeneity of globlase 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Manuscript is well written, with clear objectives, and experimental sounds good, 
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