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Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Good job. 

My suggestions are as follows 

1- In abstract’s method section you can add ‘’how 

many eyes did you compare the study’’ 

2- On page 1, line 22, the sentence ‘’Bevacizumab 

intravitreal injection’’ should be revised as 

‘’Intravitreal Bevacizumab injection. 

3- Instead of laser surgery you should use laser 

treatment in manuscript. 

4- Could you explain cause of deaths? 

5- Could you give ‘’The average follow-up period’? 

Response: Authors are deeply appreciated your 

comments and time.  

1. We added how many eyes we compared. 

2. Revised 

3. Change all to laser treatment. 

4. Explained cause of death on page 10 

from lines 180 to 186 

5. We planned to follow up these children 

up to 6 years of age and we are 

reporting the first two years’ outcomes. 
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