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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

O-

Change the title to( cases of Orbital cellulitis revealing neglected intraocular foreign
bodies)

In the abstract,, the method part reports the name of the department, not our
department

Remove the discussion part from the abstract and rearrange the conclusion to be
clear

The introduction needs additional paragraphs about the literature review on previous
similar studies in addition to a paragraph about the significance of the current study
(why it's important to read a case about this subject)

Change goals to objectives or aims

In the method part add the information that has been taken from each case and how
it would be classified and then represented in the results part

The demographic data and the main results in the result section should be
represented as a table

The discussion part contains no comparative studies and it's just a representation of
the results or information without references

The references are few and mostly old

10- There is no mentioned ethical approval of the study

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

There are many grammatical errors and some sentences are not clear | suggest to use Grammarly
program to correct these errors
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