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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Methodology is not clear 
Sample  and sampling technique is not defined clearly 
Why control group? 
Discussion should be strengthened 
Conclusion is missing 
References are not a recent years 

1. Random sampling technique was employed in the study, it a definite 
approach known to researcher in science, i don’t know how else you 
would appreciate it to be presented. Pls you may throw more lights on 
your intents, the control is important as it serves as a guide to 
determining whether the vocation contributes to loss of visual acuity 
or not. 

 
2. The conclusion has been added thanks for your contribution 

 
3. Reference has been revisited and the needful done 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
No. Obtained ethical clearance from the Abia State College of Medicine Ethical Committee 
Informed Consent, confidentiality and blinding of the study was not mentioned 
 

 Note  
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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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