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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. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

Spelling of Figure 1 cited in text is wrong at few places. Kindly change it 
 
I would like to congratulate the authors for a well written manuscript.  
 
Though, this particular kind of studies are done in the past and has similar results to most of the 
studies (Ref 13,14,15 & 16) authors were able to correctly bring out the fact that small corneas tend 
to have a steep anterior surface and more curved posterior surface and more thickness. 

It will be great if the authors can elaborate the conclusion a little more with some cut off limits/ 
range of WTW on which the false impression of corneal ectasia is more evident. 
 
Declaration of Consent is not properly written which needs modification. 
 
Kindly resubmit with above mentioned minor revisions. 
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