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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

SLT is one line of treatment strategy of glaucoma patient  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Formulation does not follow formal scientific language. No of eye is to be mentioned in result section 
only. Better to modify as follow: Role of selective laser trabeculoplasty in the management of primary 
open-angle glaucoma (case series) 

 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Abstract  
Aim of work should be under separate heading 
No discussion section is allowed  

 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

this manuscript is NOT scientifically robust or technically sound  

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

Very few recent references   
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
To some extent, needs edition 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Comments to author 
Title: Formulation does not follow formal scientific language. No of eye is to be mentioned in result 
section only. Better to modify as follow: Role of selective laser trabeculoplasty in the management of 
primary open-angle glaucoma (case series) 
Abstract Aim of work should be under separate heading 
 No discussion section is allowed  
Aim of our study was to assess the efficacy and safety of SLT and to identify factors predictive of 
success. The aim of work cant be addressed by the current study due to very small sample size  
slection bias, lack of control group, lack of randomization, different subset of patients 
 
Study design is inappropriate since the case series are usually beneficial as initial reports of a new 
diagnosis or innovative treatment, understanding new diseases and providing hypotheses about 
disease causation 
Methods Inclusion criteria for glaucoma patient are lacking the optic disc changes   
Results:34 eyes of 17 patients means statistical bias. One eye of consecutive patient should be 
selected 
Epidimoloigc data are better represented in table rather than text 
Title of table should be at top of table 
Table 1 is too simple to be represented in a table. Text explanation is enough 
The last 3 paragraphs contain  a lot of explanation and discussion (including complications) which is 
inappropriate 
Discussion clearly shows that the title had be extensively discussed in literature 20 y ago, with larger 
sample size and proper study designs. 
The authors should state clearly how did their work added to literature 
Conclusions are not supported by your work since the study lacks control group and non-randomized 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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