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PART1:Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(ifagreed with reviewer,correctthe manuscriptand 

highlight thatpartinthe manuscript.Itis mandatory thatauthors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISION comments  
• Thetitleshould be changed asthe purpose of this studyis not to describe 

neovascular glaucoma but Bloch-Sulzberger Syndrome. 
• Ifauthors want to include neovascular glaucoma, the mecanism should be 

described. 
• The case description shouldincludethe results ofthetreatment,despitethe poor 

prognosis and how dothey knowthather condition has stabilized. 

Corrected 
 
Corrected 
 
 
Corrected 

MinorREVISION comments  
•   Decide whetherto use case reportor case study. 
•   Consider reviewing manuscriptand correct grammaticalerrors. 
• Should notuse acronyms until they have been named and explained earlier. (PI, 

IP,EO) 
•   Theterms PI andIP are not the same,butsometimes inthetextthey are,soI 

recommend checkingthisissue. 
•   Omitduplicated images (Fig. 4 and5 andtheir descriptionsarethe same) 
•   Isuggestusingthe samefontfor the whole article. 
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Corrected 
 
Corrected 
 
 

Optional/Generalcomments  
•   This study needs revision beforeitcan be published. 

Corrected 
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