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 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 

 

As author has explained in surgical method, several 

procedures were used in primary surgery. In case 1 

with traumatic retinal detachment, it may be 

indicated but in case 2 if high PVR grade is not the 

case all these procedures are not indicated. It is 

better the the author give some more details about 

the ocular examination before surgery 

 

We are grateful to you for the prompt 
evaluation. Questioned the possible 
presence of PVR in case 2. However, our 
indication for the surgery was primary 
vitrectomy with encircling band for the 
rhegmatogenous retinal detachment 
despite the abscence of PVR and therefore 
we did not make any amendment in the text. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 

1-Occurence of 2 very rare complications in a rather shot 

period by one surgeon is some questionable. 

2-I fee some similarity in script and photos with some 

articles in literature. 

I suggest more evaluation about authenticity of article 

 

 

 


