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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

The manuscript is about lagophthalmous in a lepromatous patient; this must be 
highlighted in the title and abstract. 
Why is a lapse of 6 months needed between the 2 eyes rather than making it shorter 
to avoid corneal complications? 
Explain or even brief the 2 weeks exercise course to strengthen the temporalis 
muscle. Is it mandatory for all cases or is this a specific issue with leprosy and 
weakened muscles? 

Effected see the corrected manuscript. 
The surgery for the second eye was delayed because of his age and IQ. He 
needs to learn how to activate the transferred muscle after the surgery. For 
younger and intelligent patient, it will not be up to 6 months. 
The exercise in mandatory because the muscle that will be transferred need 
to be strengthened. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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