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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 
 

1. There is less content in this article, and the narration is not very sufficient.
2. There are few references in this article. 
 
 

 
 References now are 20.  
  
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. The logical relationship between the second part and the third part need 
to be further extension. 
2. In the third part, content about refractive surgery and corneal cross-
linking need to be updated. 
3. The fourth part of the article can give a brief account of the preliminary 
results in the first three meetings. 
 
 

 
The logical relationship between the manuscript parts has been 
structured in a logical order according to the journal template. 
  
The article content and the preliminary results have been added 
to the manuscript.  
 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. The issues concerned are of practical significance. 
2. The content of the article needs to be further enriched. 
 
 

 

 
 
 


