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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

Compulsory:

Methodology and statistical analysis:

It should be more thoroughly described as it is usual on papers
They need to make clear, despitethe ethical approval, when they
uphold the standard treatment for Glaucoma or hypertensive
patients, no harm was made as a result

It is not clear the actual dosage and time of the treatment. It is
rather confusing.

The manner the present results and tables is not proper at all. All
of them should be remade in the usual and international accepted
fashion. They include a clear synoptic view, p value, etc.
Otherwise the conclusions are not reliable.

Is it a cross-sectional study?. If so, it must be stated

Comments:

My main concern if this treatment and its effect are sustained over
the time and if there are collateral effect which they have not
measured (cholesterol, for instance), and ultimately if this
treatment is affordable, edible and bearable.

Finally if it could be recommended or potently replace the more
standard ones.

Minor

The authors should try to use a more scientific language than a
colloquial one.

There are few reference for this somehow “magical potion”. Please
add which are deemed in order to support beyond doubt of its
beneficial effects.

Minor REVISION
comments

Optional /General
comments
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