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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 should clearly state why this analysis was 

performed.  They cite two published studies in the 

Introduction in which injection frequency did not affect 

nAMD outcomes.  Why are the authors addressing this 

same question?  Is there something distinct about this 

population?   

 

In the Discussion, the authors indicate that a limitation of 

the study is the small sample size.  Since this research 

question has been proposed in the past, why didn’t the 

authors carry out this study with sufficient power?   

 

The writing in the Abstract and Introduction is awkward 

and difficult to follow 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
- We did not have enough number of patients to 
carry this study to a more sufficient power. 
 
-Little changes were made in the abstract. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

The first part of the title is awkward and unclear: “The 

Effect of Required Injection Numbers…” 

 

 

 

 

 

-The title was not changed. 
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The data presented in the Results section is clear and 

easy to follow. 

 

Overall, it is not clear to the reader how this study 

contributes to AMD research. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


