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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Point 01 “So far, this is the first report of rapid proliferation of lens epithelial cells 

followed by asymmetrical multifocal IOL insertion and recovery after capsule polishing 

combined with IOL rotation.” How are the authors aware of that? Have they looked into 

the literature?  Point 02 “We speculated the reasons for deterioration of postoperative 

visual quality such as postoperative inflammation which could lead to proliferation of 

lens epithelial cells and migration to the anterior surface of IOL, even lead to corneal 

endothelium edema and opacity of refractive media.” The authors need to refer to the 

literature in order to back up these speculations. Therefore, some references will ne 

needed for this sentence.  Point 03 There is some repetition of the results in the 

Discussion, without a discussion per se. Example: “At a one-year follow-up, visual 

quality was assessed using OPD Scan III (Nidek Inc., Tokyo, Japan), the tilt was 

acceptable in both horizontal and vertical directions without adversely affecting visual 

quality. At the same time, the lens position was also positive with no obvious tilt when 

viewed using ultrasound biomicroscopy (UBM).”  Point 04 The authors should draw a 

clear conclusion at the end of the discussion. 
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The manuscript now seems to be suitable for publication. 

 


