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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

| like this manuscript because the topic discusses cases that are often found in the community.

The study is also comprehensive.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Not really, because the title mentioned India but the studydoes not specifically mention the
country. And references are not specific enough. They are mostly of general myopia topics.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

The abstract is comprehensive but it doesnot mention the research method to find the proper
reference source.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The structure is unusual for a review article and the reference research method was not
explained. The format is more suited for a power point presentation. The pathophysiology was
not showcased well. Statements made on important issues were lacking source referencing
adding footnotes could help. There was noreference of pictures in the manuscript. If the
pictures were referenced from another source, it should be mentioned.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

What is discussed is already scientifically correct but because it is a review article, sources
should be clearly mentioned.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Not enough, there are some journals that might be of use e.g
bullimore, brennanJuvenile-onset myopia who to treat and how to evaluate success. Eye 38,
450 — 454, 2024

Myrowitz. Juvenile myopia progression, risk factors and intervention. Saudi J Opthalmol, 26(3) :

293-297, 2012

Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Yes but need a few grammar corrections

Optional/Generalcomments

Thearticle is a review thus similar statements may be found in other articles
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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