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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 is a well-written manuscript and will provide new
information to readers.

Minor REVISION comments Page 4, line:  The sentence should be re-written as shownbelow.Among eyes with typical AMD, 65 eyes had occult CNVwithout classic component, 17 had minimally classic CNV,33 had predominantly classic CNV, and 5 had classic CNV.However, the total number of eyes with typical AMDshould be 120.  Please check again.

There were 115 eyes of typical AMD. Among
them, 65 eyes had occult CNV, 17 had
minimally classic CNV and 33 had
predominantly classic CNV.
I revised some sentences following your
instructions.
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