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PART 1:Journal Name: Ophthalmology Research: An international JournalManuscript Number: 2013_OR_7034Title of the Manuscript:
The Patient’s Viewpoint of Cataract and Detached Retina Surgeries

PART 2:
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments
I had carefully read and reviewed the authors’ final revised manuscript. I also think that
this manuscript is very interesting and analytical, but it is just a report that the patient
had complained his symptoms systemically. Also as I said earlier, this manuscript could
not be written in a professional ophthalmological term. So I still think that the
manuscript cannot meet the academic and scholastic requisite for improving
ophthalmological scholarship. I think that the authors’ work seems to be more
appropriate for another field journal. However, I also appropriate the authors’ effort for
revising their work. Thank you for the authors’ effort.

One of our ophthalmologists and his associate read this paper, made extensive
comments and then we discussed it for three hours. They were defensive of their
profession and they helped us to soften the tone of the manuscript toward
ophthalmologists. They also helped us to cast it in “professional ophthalmological
term”s.
Then we rewrote the manuscript. There is now a lot of material that will improve
ophthalmological scholarship. We have highlighted in yellow only the most significant
of these parts. This material is not in the ophthalmological literature. We are confident
that most ophthalmologists do not know this material and it would therefore improve
their ophthalmological scholarship if they read this paper.


