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It lacks any data that may evaluate the work 

postoperatively at least. 

It is just recording the numbers through the refractive 

center. 

This manuscript should have been approached 

differently and presented differently like the percentage 

of rejection of LASIK or PRK and their causes and detect 

the causes of contraindications.  

This point has been published in two previous 

published papers and have been put as 

references … reference number 1 and reference 

number 4. 

 


