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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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Compulsory REVISION comments

The aim of the study is not clear, especially in the
discussion. You have not discussed your results but
only gave the information from the literature.

In the Method section:

- please give the information about the city and the
name of the hospital

- how did you performed randomisation?

- it is not clear why You chose patients with newly
diagnosed glaucoma and diabetic retinopathy,
moreover there are no info about groups characteristics
(visual acuity, intraocular pressure, c/d, visual fields
results, glucose and HbA1c level, results of macula
OCT...who diagnosed those diseases ( doctor or
patients by the Internet?)any treatment was prescribed?
-You attached to the article questionnaire concerning
glaucoma questions, how about diabetes and diabetic
retinopathy?

-What were the keywords to get suitable information
searching in the Internet?

-the tables are not clear, what is the score and what do
they mean? how can |l interpret it?

- poor discussion, nothing about Your results

Minor REVISION comments

Please correct the editorial errors and grammar. Poor
English.
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