
 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Research and Reports in Ophthalmology 
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJRROP_90937 
Title of the Manuscript:  

CORRELATION BETWEEN INTRAOCULAR PRESSURE AND BLOOD PRESSURE AT PRIMASATYA HUSADA CITRA HOSPITAL SURABAYA 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalajrrop.com/index.php/AJRROP/editorial-policy ) 
 
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 authors must put some results in addition to a small conclusion in the abstract. 
- The authors must add a maximum of two keywords 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
They must add the material title and methods 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
- This study was a cross-sectional study conducted on 115 patients visiting an ophthalmology clinic during 
the study period, aged between 20 and 60 years old. Exclusion criteria were patients who had (1) a history 
of glaucoma or on glaucoma medication, (2) a history of hypertension and on hypertension medication, (3) a 
body mass index. 
- This study revealed a significant difference in intraocular pressure in both eyes between subjects in four 
category of blood pressure (BP) Positive correlation was found between Intraocular pressure (IOP)and BP 
of the right eyes and left eyes 
- The mentioned research work is arranged in well manner. Their results are indeed interesting and 
can be useful. I recommend accepting the paper after a revision 
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