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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
My comments are as follows: 
This review includes 4 parts. My major comment is that the last part should be more 
extended, including more information  about the management of dry eye.  
In detail:  
Regarding the etiology and nature of DED, the OSDI is an important index that can be 
used as a screening tool and for evaluating treatment outcomes. Therefore, it should be 
pointed out.  
Regarding the management of dry eye I recommend a more detailed reference to different 
treatment approaches, with further elaboration on  the existing difficulties in treating such a 
chronic condition.  Targeting inflammation in dry eye is crucial and as such it should be 
highlighted. 
Apart from that, it is mandatory that the  lid hygiene be referred as a potentially first step of 
management of dry eye. Therefore, aside  from mentioning treatment modalities it is better 
to refer to the different steps that should be followed according to symptoms and signs, 
causative factors  and  correspondence to therapy. 
Additionally, there are different thermal pulsation systems that  should be used  in patients 
with meidomian gland dysfunction. Therefore, attention should be drawn by the authors to 
the new approaches , without however, failing to mention the previous ones,  such as 
heating  and warming  the meibum and expressing  it mechanically. 
 Furthermore, tee tree oil for demodex should be mentioned.  
In conclusion, there is a need to explain the pros and cons of different therapies and make a 
more detailed reference to different aspects of therapy. What are your suggestions for the 
future?  How can we  improve the quality of life of patients suffering from dry eye? 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
and how to establish reasonable patient confidence towards the management of DED. [8] . it 
is not explained how to establish that. 
 
Tear Film  
The whole paragraph should be rewritten. There are mistakes regarding the structure of 
phrases. 
Etiology and nature of DED Etiology and nature of DED 
Undrestanding the cacophony it is better to avoid this expression. 
 
The Omega-3 the authors should refer to the anti-inflammatory action of omega -3. 
 
[B] Artificial Tear Products what about the nanomicellular technology?  
LIFITEGRAST the authors should add more information about it 
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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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