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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Authors present an interesting data set regarding the 

visual outcomes versus patients’ vision satisfaction 

after intravitreal injection of Bevasizumb in diabetic 

retinopathy patients. My main concern is related to 

the English language in this manuscript. There are 

many English spelling/grammar mistakes need be 

corrected throughout the manuscript. I strongly 

recommend the authors to seek the assistance of a 

colleague expert in English, or to use a professional 

English-language editing service. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Use a professional English-language editing 

service. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Authors use both objective tests on visual outcomes 

and a subjective questionnaire on patients’ 

satisfaction. I suggest they add a figure/table to show 

the patient’s rating/score of treatment success. 

 

 

Show the patient’s rating/score of treatment 

success. 
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