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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 
 

 
 

Why the most effective mode is 160g × 10 min, which allows achieving a 
platelet 
enrichment factor of about 1.71 at a platelet concentration of 483.6 ± 45.4 × 
109 
/l, a platelet 
capture efficiency of 85, 7 ± 0.1%? 
 

 
Why were only 30 people selected?  
 
Are the measurements taken at the same ages for all people? 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

Are people of the same type of environment or from different places? 
  
 
People's lifestyle is different or close in terms of weight and nutrition? 
 
 
 Are they all of the same sex?  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Was the sedimentation factor calculated for all cases of blood? 
 
Was the statistical p _value calculated for all cases? If the number of people is 
multiple, i.e. 300 ten times, will the results change or not? 
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that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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