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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 
 

 
The methodology is to reproduce the work. You need to say how you calculated the 
results and the programs used to analyze the data. The methodology describes 
Sample Size: Using the desired margin error of 3% and Prevalence of corneal 
blindness in the rural population of central India (10) = 0.12% ie 0.012 sample size 
comes out to be 50.60 rounding to 55 patients needed in the study. And in the 
results 56. Please correct this inconsistency. Format charts and tables to 
standardize. Discussion needs more authors and updated. In conclusion, it remains 
to say what risk factors are in patients with corneal blindness at the Tertiary Health 
Care Center 
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