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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 

 

There are substantial issues with grammar and syntax. Please have an 

American English speaking scientific writer carefully go over and rewrite this 

manuscript 

 

Please consult the instructions for authors of this journal regarding the 

reference list formatting 

 

They should consider other factor risks for flap related complications and not 

only keratometry or corneal radius of curvature 

 

There is an important  typo in the results when they speak of the patients who 

had incomplete flap (16 patients ??) 

 

How did they measure the anterior and posterior corneal radius of curvature? 

(Pentacam? Gallilei?) 

We revised the manuscript 

according to the reviewer 

options. Changes 

highlighted with yellow 

colour. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Pent cam 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
Consider using 1000 eyes instead of 1000 patients because it is confusing for 

readers. 

What type of microkeratome did you use? (Moria?,Nidek?CB?) What head 

(head label) dimensions did you use?   

 

Suction ring – internal diameter?  

 

Speed of microkeratome? 

corrected 

 

 

 

 

The Hans tome 
microkeratome (Bausch & 
Lomb) 
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Did they take IOP before cut with MK if yes what type of to no meter did they 

use. 
Optional/General comments 

 
Original Research but not scientifically or technically robust information  

 

 


