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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 
 

 
Discussion section should continue to be improved. For example, further explore the 
inheritance pattern of the family (autosomal dominant? autosomal recessive? or other). 
Young patients with POAG should pay special attention to family history; describe and 
summarize the clinical characteristics of glaucoma in the family (such as the speed of 
disease progression, etc.) 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
 

 
Family genetic testing can be further carried out, which can provide reference for further 
research on gene therapy for glaucoma. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1.A brief description of the condition of affected patients other than the 8 patients is 
recommended.   
2.Abundant references are recommended. 
3.In the abstract section, some descriptions of patients' conditions are repeated and can be 
omitted. 
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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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