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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Betaxololl, Tafluprost and other medications should be 

added in page 2 lines 33-35 

 

Line 92 after et al put a “,” 

 

 

Changes incorporated.  

Instead of mentioning all the drugs, only one 

drug has been mentioned in each group to 

maintain uniformity. 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

The authors should add the theoretical effect on human 

IOP, in other word which should be the IOP reduction? 

 

Are the drug company happy of this result or they 

looking for a better association?  

 

 

Effect of ROCK inhibitors on IOP in human eyes 

has not yet been published although the 

company sites do show significant lowering of 

IOP from baseline (AMAKEM). However, in past 

the molecule SN 1656 was studied for its IP 

lowering effect but its trial has been now 

discontinued. Hence, it could not be mentioned 

in the article. 

 

 

 


