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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 
 

 
This manuscript mainly involves the extraction of medicinal components from Acacia plants 
in tropical areas and in vitro coagulation experiments, such as clotting time, clot retraction, 
and clot lysis. This is necessary and inevitable for the development of plant medicine. The 
academic and experimental integrity of this manuscript do not see much innovation, 
perhaps it is not expressed accurately. It only involves three conventional indicators. Even 
so, the results achieved in a specific area is of great significance to the scientific cognition, 
implementation and development of plant drugs. On my opinion, it is recommended to 
publish.  
 
However, this manuscript should be revision However, this manuscript should be major 
revised. Whether the academic terms, academic expressions or academic norms, should 
be carefully revised to meet the requirements of publication. 
 
Until the references, the redundancy should be deleted and the research objectives, 
research methods, research results and research conclusions should be highlighted. 
Highlight the 4C principle, clear, complete, correct and agree. 
 
It is suggested to select an original article published in an academic journal in this 
field with high impact factors of SCI to learn writing format, language expression and 
academic norms; then revise your manuscript again. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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