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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 
 

 
Authors must indicate the time, preferably in UTC, when the Bp measurements were 
made. For instance were morning measurements made 0600-0800 hours UTC, and 
evening measurements made 1800-2000 hours UTC? 
 
Duration of the study is not over 18 years; April 1997 to March 2014 is exactly 17 
years! 
 
It is needful to state whether the same OMRON M-10 IT tonometer was used 
throughout the 17 years?  If so how was it standardized to ensure accuracy? 
 
If the patient ever changed medication from what is indicated in the paper over the17 
years study period, authors must state the specific medications and when they were 
taken. It is not enough to indicate “visit to the doctor for traditional therapy and 
selection of medications”. A research paper must be more specific than that. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The Discussion is useful but too general, and more specific exposition on the findings in 
this study and their possible explanation and implications. 
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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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