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 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 

 

1. Title needs modification- it is a study of specific 

group (Medical students) and not whole population. 

(cannot be declared as population study). 

 

2. Title does not match with the aim or conclusion-The 

study indicates prevalence of refractive errors and 

has not investigated the causes/association. 

 

3. Format of Reference no. 16. Should be corrected 

Population-based study expunged as graciously 

suggested 

 

 

The title has been changed to concur with the 

aim and conclusion 

 

Reference no. 16 formatted  

Minor REVISION comments  

1. How sample size was derived? 

 

2. Study on medical students only cannot project that 

near work is associated with refractive errors. 

Prevalence in general population is required to 

compare (references required). 

 

3. Other factors like prevalence in family, reading habits 

and non use of lenses (high % in your study) needs 

to be ruled out before associating the ametropia with 

near work. 

The target population was the entire class of 5th 

year medical students. Students who granted 

informed consent were recruited into the study. 

 

The authors agreed that study on medical 

students only cannot project that near work is 

associated with refractive errors.  This was 

stated in our limitation of this study. 

 

The title of the study has been changed to reflect 

the aim. 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

1. Line 181 -growth spot- does it mean growth spurt? 

2. Suggested title 

“Prevalence of refractive errors among medical 

students in Nigeria” 

 

Corrected to growth spurt 

 

The study was carried out in one centre in 

Nigeria, the caption “…. In Nigeria” is thought 

inappropriate  

 


