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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 
 

 
General comments: 

 Need to revise the English language 

 Rearrange manuscript with journal guidelines (e.g. 
references [1] and not (1); abstract titles; no need to include 
DISCUSSION and CONCLUSIONS) 

 On some occasions sentences too short and too long and 
tortuous on others 

 Fix typing errors e.g. “spaces” between words  

 Insert acronyms at the beginning of the text and then use 
them throughout the text 

 Replace the word "individuals" or "subjects" in “patients” 
throughout the text 

 Insert photos or illustrations of the techniques  

 Text in Latin (per se) in Italic per se 
 

ABSTRACT 
1. Check chapter names as per guidelines 
2. BACKGROUND: add details or incorporate in AIM chapter 

(not OBJECTIVES) 
3. EXPECTED RESULTS: specify which "ocular 

complications". 
4. Insert Conflict of interest 

 
INTRODUCTION: 

1. Sentences either too short or too long 
2. Sometimes inconsistency between content and references 

cited 
3. Adding references (e.g. after reference 2.: Tetsuji Uemura 

2016, Abrahao Cavalcante Gomes de Souza Carvalho 
2012) 

4. Remove parts of the text related to the objectives of the 
study and give an appropriate sequence 
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5. Insert reference at the end of the sentence "...Le-fort II 
fractures." - Hyo Seong Kim 2016  

6. Reference 3 after text "infreorbital incision" is incorrect 
7. Missing reference in text "...The subtarsal incision.... of 

fracture site." 
8. Insert reference 3 after "...for more exposure." 
9. Insert reference after "... fat in retroseptal approach." 
10. Insert author specification for Keen WW (Philadelphia WB 

Sanders 1909:1906-21. 
11. Specify type of "complications" in sentence after reference 

5 
 

OBJECTIVE: 
1. To unify the contents with the ABSTRACT by making the 

text clearer and more readable. 
 

SUBJECT:  
1. Replace with 'STUDY DESIGN'. 

 
PARAMETERS: 
1. Chapter not clear 
2. Sentences are too long 
3. Insert sub-chapters  
 
DISCUSSION:  
1. The chapter is not necessary in this type of article (pre-

protocol or study protocol). 
2. Check the references: sometimes are not correct  
3. Specify the meaning of ZMC and ORIF 
4. Put the references at the end of the sentence  
5. Be more precise in the final part of the discussion and write 

shorter and clearer sentences. 
 
CONCLUSION: not necessary 
 
REFERENCES: 
1. Fix and standardize from journal guidelines 
2. Check correspondence with text  
3. References 1. 3. 8. 9. incorrect - no correspondence with 
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text content 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
n.a. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
n.a. 
 
 
 

 

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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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