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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 

 
Is there any typical age and sex for Fuch’s uveitis, 

according to the literature? It is missing from the 

text. 

 

Line 88: please write “Pachymetry was 580 µm in 

OD and 579 µm in OS.” instead of “Pachimetry 

was 580 in OD and 579 in OS.”  

Additionally, English is very poor throughout the 

manuscript 

If Fuch’s uveitis responds poorly to steroid 

therapy, as you wrote, why is it necessary to treat 

patient with steroid postoperatively for 

preventing inflammatory exacerbations? 

The age and gender distribution is referred 
in line 21 and 22 
 
 
I agree with the suggestion and have 
already made the change in the text 
 
 
Steroid postoperatively are better to 
produce a better recovery of the blood 
aqueous barrier 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 
It is a well-documented case report which do not 

add much information than the known and 

available literature in its topic. 

 

 


