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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1.This manuscript  for scientific community required a proper  standard questionnaire required. 
Health policy maker can imagine level of understanding IQ of public for awareness of this serious 
silent optic neuropathy  which affects quality of life. 
 
2. Title is fine. 
 
3. Abstract can further precise towards modifiable risk factors which can patients can prevent and 
non- modifiable risk factors which doctor can follow-up visits according to severity. 
4. Subsections and structure of the manuscript required more focused, what we can achieve 
after this study new, which implication required in community like SCREEN of Community of this 
disease before symptoms appear by above factors 3 0r more present in a person. 
5. Manuscript is scientifically good. 
6.Read this study link below 
https://bmcophthalmol.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12886-015-0124-x 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
Yes 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
If its first try of write, it’s very overall all better, need little refinement. 
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