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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

Please clarify the certificate approval number 
 
 

We do not have a certificate approval number. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1- Introduction is not sufficient. 
2- Please clarify the inclusion and exclusion criteria in details. 
3- Please add more details regarding the surgical procedure of vitrectomy and any 

other manouver done. 
4- Please clarify the version 21.0 used for statistical analysis in details. 
5- Please add a table including the postoperative results and complication. 
6- Discussion is not sufficient.    

 
 

1. Introduction contains enough knowledge for a single surgeon RRD case 
series. 
2. Inclusion and exclusion criteria were already explained clearly. 
3. The surgical technique is already clearly explained.  
4. It is already clarified. 
5. The results were explained in detail already. 
6. Thank you for your review. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Some typographical errors should be corrected. 
 

The manuscript was again reviewed in regards to typo and grammatical 
errors. 

 
 
 
 


