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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Well written:  
2. IN measuring the visua acuity they did not state if it was a uncorrected or best 

corrected. 
3. In measuring the AL: the technique of measuring is not well described and they did 

not mention what they did when the AL was >28mm as regards staphyloma. 
       4, They mentioned measuring ACD and then backed off 

5.They did not give the purpose a good explanation why there shoud be a    
relationship between AL and BMI 

 
 

 
 
 
1. Thank you  
2. Noted and corrected  
 
3. Noted and corrected, only normal eyes were included in the study 
 
 4. Noted, not relevant and deleted 
 5. Already done as explained in discussion 
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