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PART 1:    
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Manuscript Number: 2013_OR_7213 

Title of the Manuscript:  
A Safe, Efficacious and Cost Effective Way of Delivering SubtenonsAnaesthesia During Cataract Surgery 
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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

The following points needs revision: 

1- The section on the results and discussion should be separated 

2- The section on the results is not well-written and needs revision 

3- Line 95 : this paragraph needs revision (The mean VAP score for 
delivery of anaesthetic and duration of surgery was 0 in both cases. 
100% of patients felt no pain during surgery. 98% of patients gave a 
VAP score of 0 and 2% a score of 1 for delivery of Sub-Tenon's 
anaesthesia (mean 0.02, or effectively 0).).  What do  mean by both 
cases??  The results here in this papragraph are not in agreement 
(100% of patients felt no pain during surgery. 98% of patients gave a 
VAP score of 0 and 2% a score) 

4- Line 121: correct this (Therisks of using) 

5- Line 149: The language of this needs revision (The results indicate 
that the prescribed criteria and standards were being met in terms of) 
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