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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 main issues of this study are the sensitivity and specificity of eye model being studied for conclude the result  
In abstract conclusion section, author state many eye model but in methods section only the  Gullstrand's natural eye model 
  
So, authors include this information with the revised manuscript  
 

rEVISED 

 
Minor REVISION comments 
 
 

 
 I have suggested the following point to be improve : 

  
1. the title of the figures should be below the figure and figure should have good resolution – so please correct this  
2. If you interested to show the response of the give question, distribution table can be constructed with 2 vertical column with 

required row as below  

Question  Response  

 Frequency (%)  

1 How identical was the simulator video at the start of the 

operation (clip 1) to the one you saw during the deletion of the 

cataract lens and when it said, "you may feel it somewhere in the 

eye? 

1.  Different 13 yes (65%) 
 

2. Similar 8 eyes (33%) 

3. Do not know 1 eye (7%) 

4. Same 2 eye (14%) 

2.    

3   

 
3. You also stated a clear tile of the table above the table and the table need editing as suggested in above form  
4. Spelling, punctuation ,and grammatical errors   
5. Incomplete statement such as 70% of patients reported the visual feel of shifting focal components as video cuts and 58%......?                    
 
    

nOTED 
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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) 

Yes: since this study is includes 20 patients. This required ethical approval from 

the known institutional Ethical Review Committee.  Please confirm that this 

study was conducted with the principle of the Declaration of Helsinki, and what 

type informed consent was obtained from study participant which was approved 

by the ethics committee in revised manuscript. 

Please, statements which show the ethical approval will be include in the 

revised manuscript 

 

 
 
 

 


