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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

The authors studied a prevalence rate of the patients who
develop tachyphylaxis to ranibizumab in AMD. There was
no significant difference in the prevalence of
tachyphylaxis among the subtypes of AMD. Therefore, in
the Abstract, “However, patients having tachyphylaxis
had a lower prevalence of a classic CNV component than
responders.” should be deleted. Conclusions would be
changed to “There are (a few percentage of ) AMD
patients who develop tachyphylaxis to ranibizumab. No
significant difference is observed in the prevalence of
tachyphylaxis among the subtypes of AMD.”

| revised the sentences in abstract and
conclusion in accordance with your
instructions.

Minor REVISION comments

P4, line 61, “0.3 of more units” Is unit a decimal or
logarithmic visual acuity?

P9, line 132, “ntravitreal” should be “intravitreal”.
P9, line 137, “because an anti-VEGF drugs” should be
“because anti-VEGF drugs”.

| corrected English mistakes and revised some
sentences.

Optional /General comments

The manuscript is interesting for the readers, and
valuable for possible publication in the journal.

PLEASE CLARIFY THE ETHICAL ISSUE, IF ANY
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