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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) 
 

 
 
The manuscript is important for the scientific community, because it allows us to establish factors 
affecting intraocular pressure. The identified factors will make it possible to take timely measures to 
avoid glaucoma in patients. 
 
The title of the article matches the content. 
 
Why is intraocular pressure only relevant for young and healthy patients? It is also important for 
elderly and sick patients. It is necessary to add elderly and sick patients as study subjects 
 
Subsections and structure of the manuscript correspond to the content. 
 
 
 
Multiple regression analysis does not allow us to identify the strength and direction of influence of 
important signs (symptoms) that make it possible to diagnose patients’ diseases with high reliability. 
To solve the problem posed in the article, it is promising to use the artificial intelligence method that 
performs automated system-cognitive analysis, for the implementation of which there is an 
intelligent Eidos system. 
The results of diagnosing human diseases using the Eidos intelligent system are shown in the video 
posted on the website:  
For a detailed study of the principles of operation of the Eidos system, we suggest listening to 
lectures on the topic Application of artificial intelligence in medicine,  
 
 
 
 
It is recommended to add links to the following articles:  
1. E. V. Lutsenko, “Automated System-Cognitive Analysis of the Dependence of Agrophysical 
Indicators of the Soil on its Processing, Fertilizers and the Phase of Wheat Vegetation,” July, 2022.    
2. E. V. Lutsenko, “Scenario and Spectral Automated System-Cognitive Analysis,” July, 2021.   
[40] E. V. Lutsenko, “ASC-Analysis and the Eidos System as a Method and Tools for Solving 
Problems,” Nov. 2021.   
 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
The quality of the English language of the article corresponds to scientific communication. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The article is relevant. The collected database allows for automated research using the Eidos 
intelligent system, which determines the strength and direction of influence of each factor in the 
manifestation of the disease. The article was recommended for publication after comparing the 
results of studies obtained by different methods: using multiple regression analysis and automated 
systemic cognitive analysis. 
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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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