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Detailed Reviewer’s Report 
 The writing has many grammatical mistakes and unclear sentences. 

 Some scientific words are used incorrectly. 

 The discussion section mostly repeats the results and doesn’t explain why the results 
matter or how they compare to past studies. 

 It’s not clear if the human blood used for haemolysis was ethically sourced. 

 No proper statistical tests (like t-test or ANOVA) were used to support the data. 

 Some units and labels are used differently in different places. 

 Images are blurry and not well-labeled. 

 Some references are incomplete or not properly formatted. 

 Abstract needs to be written clearly 

 The conclusion is too general and should mention the main results of the study. 

 There are many unnecessary spaces and formatting errors. 


