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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Abstract: “the rate function Mj…”. What does it mean? 
It is not explained in the abstract. 
 
The English needs a comprehensive proofreading. 
 
 

Text  added in Abstract  : 
the rate function defined by the change of 
refractive error (De) due to the change of 
ocular components, or Mj =dDe/dQj , with 
j=1 to 6 for Qj= r1, r2, R1, R2, t, T  

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 
Style of the reference list s not unified. 
 

Fixed. 

Optional /General  comments 
 

My only fear regarding this manuscript is that for most 
of the readers, the greater part of the paper will be not 
understood.  
For a narrow range of experts, the paper is probably 
very interesting. 

This study will be interested by  cornea 
specialist, working on refractive surgeries and 
corneal deceases, which might contribute over 
30% of overall specialists. So it is NOT a 
narrow range, besides it is a critical basic 
research. 

 
As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
Kindly see the following link:  http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
 
 


