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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. Since there is no description about the data collection period, it is necessary to 
specify whether it is for one year or multiple years. 

2. The authors stated that "Fluorometholone eye drops was uncommonly 
prescribed", but I don't know if it's really uncommonly because I don't know the 
population parameter. I think it is necessary to show the population in order to 
claim uncommonly. 

3. I think it depends on the country or region, but did you not look up the diagnosis 
name for which fluorometholone was prescribed? If the diagnosis name could 
not be found, please state the reason as a limitation. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. The authors described it as "This could be due to the availability of many topical anti-
inflammatory agents". Specifically, what kind of drug was used or was it prescribed? I 
think it's better to include it in the discussion section. 

2. Table 2 shows the results that the prescription amount was high in March, April and 
May. If there is a peculiar background to the increase in prescription amount during this 
period, it is desirable to describe it in the discussion. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

A fact-finding survey to ensure that the drug is properly prescribed is important and 
interesting. However, since this manuscript does not specify the numerical values to be 
compared or information on alternative therapies, it cannot be determined whether the 
written contents are correct. I think that the manuscript will be better by reviewing the 
numerical values and the description method. 
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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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