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PART 2: 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 1. Page 3 lines 95-96: unclear statement,
clarification of the second half of the
statement is needed.

Minor REVISION comments 1. Page 1 line 13: “seclusiopupillae” should be
two words seclusion pupillae, and insert
comma after pupillae

2. Page 1 line 14: “Computerised” should be
either Computerized or Computed.

3. SPECT CT should initially be described as
Single-photon emission computed
tomography.

4. Page 2 line 51: “with in” should be one word.5. Page 2 line 53: “secclusio” should have one
“c”6. Page 2 line 73: “Rhemuatoid” should be
Rheumatoid7. Page 2 line 75: grammar should be corrected8. Page 3 lines 98-99: commas needed9. Page 3 line 102: misspelling of seclusio
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Optional/General comments Recommend some reworking of the paragraphs underthe discussion
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