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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 
 

The study is very interesting. The idea of using the OCT to check the muscle position was great!  
The surgical techniques were well described and detailed! 
In the Introduction, it is mentioned that there is two surgical techniques to treat exotropia, which is 
not true (the recession-resection technique was not cited). It must be corrected. 
There is no mention of the randomization of the patients – how the patients were divided into the 
groups – if it was in sequence or based on some criteria. 
Besides, the results should be more explained. It is only showed the tables, but there is no 
explanation nor interpretation of them. And there is no explanation of how the authors came with 
the conclusion that one technique was better than other.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
It could be said the reasons why the authors chose the time of 1,5 months to do the OCT after the surgery. 

 

Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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