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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1-Please consider the study design clearly.

2-Please consider in the discussion the small number
of the primary congenital glaucoma included as a
limitation for the study.

3-Please clarify in details the inclusion and exclusion
criteria.

1-Please refer to the yellow highlighted
paragraph in "Patients and Methods"

2- the small number of cases with primary
congenital glaucoma(PCG) can be justified by two
reasons,1¥ this study is a collective overview on all
cases in which Ologen was used not specifically for
PCG , 2" these cases are specifically rare and
unfortunately avery few number of cases were
available with big difficulty in scheduling the the
follow up visits with the parents living usually far
from our center (added in the discussion)

3- | added inclusion and exclusion criteriain the
revised paper in patients and methods section and
highlighted in yellow

Minor REVISION comments

1- The reference of the criteria of success.

2- Discussion is not enough.

1-criteria of success are corrected
according to that frequently found in the
literature e.g.(reference 9-11)

2-I added few sentences to explain the role of Na
hyaluronate and the "floating" CM (Highlighted
in yellow)

Optional /General comments

Some typographical and language errors should be
considered.

I revised all errors as much as I could in the
revised paper, typographical errors are mainly
due to some problem in Microsoft Word
Formatting.
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