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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

e The scientific importance of the manuscript- Morphometry of the Orbital Region:Beauty
is Bought by Judgment of the Eyes - lies in the quantitative description of human orbital
morphology in relation to sex and ethnic variations.

e |t gives great insight into normal orbital growth and development in adults in North
India with correct quantification of orbital features.

e This is very essential in preoperative planning and also predicting postoperative
outcomes for surgeries and aesthetic procedures. This contributes to improving
surgical accuracy and tailored patient care.

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

YES

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do

My suggestion regarding this article comprehensive is ok. Don’t need to add other points

you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some here.
points in this section? Please write your

suggestions here.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript YES

appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

e Scientific correctness of the manuscript "Morphometry of the Orbital Region: 'Beauty
is Bought by Judgment of the Eyes' actually lies in factors such as methodology,
accuracy in data collection and analysis, result &conculsion.

e Correct estimation of correctness, check the methodology, sample size and diversity,
then statistical analysis and relevance of findings as well. All those things are
properly shown, that manuscript would be scientifically sound and would have some

value to it.
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you YES
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?
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Optional/Generalcomments

If possible kindly add Discussion -
e Findings: An interpretation of the findings
e Literature: A comparison with the literature
o Implications: The implications of the work
e Limitations: Any limitations
e Future work: Recommendations for future work

e Unexpected findings: An analysis of any unexpected finding
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