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PART  1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is interesting as a report because the case quite rare.  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

It is better to state that this is a case report that highlights the management aspect of aniridia.  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Abstract is too short, keywords too much.  
Abstract at least 100-250 words. Keywords 3-5 words.  

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes   

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

All the references are over 10 years. The references should preferably be less than 10 years, or even 
better, less than 5 years. 

 

 
Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

 
Use more standardized terminology. 
What writer(s) means about “axial lens opacity”, “let alone treatment”? 
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

 
The one and only photo is blurry. The rudimentary iris, large pupillary space, and cataract are not 
visible. The management section is only one sentences, even though it is highlighted in the title. The 
article would benefit from a more detailed exploration of the long-term outcomes of the management 
strategies discussed. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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