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Journal Name:  Ophthalmology Research: An International Journal   
Manuscript Number: Ms_OR_27835 

Title of the Manuscript:  Role of Optical Coherence Tomography In Macular Disorders 

 

Type of  Article: 
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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

1. The author does not follow the “instructions to the author” in writing the references 

in the text. The references should be numbered first comes first in the text and should 

be written in the same order under references section. 

                This author has written the numbers of references in the order 10, 1, 3   which is not                              

                acceptable.  

 

2. The author has not done any corrections at all (as per the comments written by the 

reviewer) in the revised paper. But written in the column of author’s response as 

correction done for each comment.  

 

3. No corrections are done in the serial number of the references in the text of the paper. 

4. No corrections done in the writing style of the references. 

5. Did not write the reference numbers for the subheadings of the diseases. 

6. The review article must have references in support of the statements written in the 

paper. 

 

When corrections are done in the paper, they should be highlighted in yellow background. 

The author should write about the corrections done in the text against each comment so that 

the reviewer can find the corrections easily in the text. 

Sir, all the changes suggested by you highlighted in the manuscript.  
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