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the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

1. Line 81-96 consists of consent declaration notes-

include in methods/material section 

2. Reference style not as par with ICMJE 

recommendations-change  

3. Authors’- explain regarding significance of 

conjunctival histology in relation to PD 

correction  

-Is it conjunctiva scarring leading to restrictive 

movements  

-Is it tight lamina propria that causes restriction 

        4.     lamina propia –or lamina propria-correct 

 

 

Thank you for your comments 

 

The consent declaration has been changed to the 

material/methods section ( Highlighted) 

 

Reference style has been changed ( Highlighted ) 

 

The relationship between the tight conjunctiva 

and PD correction is explained in discussion and 

there are references to support it.  No scarring, 

just tight lamina propria. It is “ propria”  

 

(Highlighted) 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


