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

Intravitreal injections are one of the most common OT procedures now-a-days. So, this is a 
relevant case report. 
 
 
Yes 
 
 
Can be better articulated 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
References 1 and 5 are basically for the same statement. Can look at this article also 
Kon Graversen VA, Meredith T, Landers MB 3rd, Garg S. Immediate hyphema after intravitreal 
injections of ranibizumab. Retin Cases Brief Rep. 2013 Summer;7(3):242-4. doi: 
10.1097/ICB.0b013e31828eeef8. PMID: 25391114. 
 
This is not the second case report of hyphema post intravitreal injection. To quote the above study 
“To the best of our knowledge, this is the third report of the development of hyphema associated 
with intravitreal injections.” 
 
Can add rationale for treatment given in discussion section. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
Needs a lot of improvement. Punctuations, incomplete statements 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Age not mentioned as „years‟. Which test was used for visual acuity? Can mention about taking 
anti-coagulants. Rubeosis iridis. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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