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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

Interesting, clear and well-documented case report.

Only one issue is not clear:

After triamcinolone injection and before recurrence of
macular oedema, were the radiation therapy in
progress, i.e. the recurrence was induced by another
radiation treatment.

When was the radiation therapy stopped relatively to
the presence of retinopathy? Please clarify.

Is intravitreal bevacizumab an on-label therapy for this
type of retinopathy in your country?

Thanks a lot for ypur comments.

Our patient received and completed radiation
therapy one year before the onset of radiation
retinopathy. No other radiation therapy was
administered since then.

It was clarified in the text.

Intravitreal bevasizumab is an off-label therapy
as an first stage treatment for radiation
retinopathy But Health Ministery in Turkey
gives special permission for the usage of IVB
for recalcitrant RR cases.

It was clarified in the text.

Minor REVISION comments

In conclusion: write “treatment” instead of “threatment
and “scheduled” instead of “Scheluded”.

Spelling errors were corrected in the text.

Optional /General comments
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