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Your manuscript is very interesting, and it has been amended and
improved. Yet, | would like to encourage you to change some points
further. This study, unfortunately, could not detect the statistical

effectiveness of your original and interesting surgical method. However, |

think that if the data is analyzed in another way, for example, if the pa
are categorized by the IOP after surgery into two categories; over 21
mmHg and under 21 mmHg, and the rate of the two categories of gro
and group 2 are compared; you might get different, more statically
significant results. | recommend that you consult with a statisticsadipgc
to check this data, if possible.

In the first line of the abstract, “intravitreal bevacizumab” was abbexViat
to “IVB”. So, IVB should be used in the other sentences of the abstract

The result of the abstract should be rephrased because it lacks IOP a
surgery in the two groups, and the P value.

The phrase in the abstract, “Thirty seven eyes with NVG were divided
groups by” should be rewritten as, “Thirty seven eyes with NVG were
divided into two groups by”.

Line 31, “neovascular glaucoma” was abbreviated to “NVG”. So, NVG
should be used in other sentences of the main text.

In figure 2, you should explain the meaning of “Preop” and put “mmHg”

beside the ordinate axis.
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In tables 1 and 2, all of the numbers should be truncated to one decimal

place. In table 2, the side effects should be divided into group 1 and g
2.
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