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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 
 

 
1. I consider this study to have valuable data that would be of interest if published 

however it needs a major revision before publication. 
 There are three major concerns.  

2. One is the methods section: the authors should describe here the study population 
and all performed measurements. 

3. Instead of it, a lot of data  from previously published studies are written here. 
These information should be places either in the introduction or in the discussion 
sections.  

4. The other major concern is the English gramma and spelling, whole MS should be 
checked by a native speaker. 

5. The last major concern is ethical issue, I could not find information about the 
informed consent. 

6. One more minor remark is to the introduction section: in one line the authors has 
written that the axial length in adults is 23 mm and in the next line they provided 
value of 24 mm, so it should be cleared.   

 

 
1. Thanks 

 
2. Noted, methodology which was initially omitted has been included 

and updated. 
 

3. Yes, actually part of the introduction. It was an error which has been 
corrected. Methodology has been included. 

4. Noted 
 

5. Noted 
 

6. It describes axial length in different age groups 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 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) 
 
Yes, I could not find information about the informed consent.   
 

 
No ethical issues 
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