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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

The authors are requested to:
- improve the grammar and the English fluency
throughout the paper.

- explain why they did not compare Ologen with
MMC.

- clarify why they chose such definitions of success. In
fact, these are not the same previously used in
literature.

- make hypotheses for the lower success rate in
phacotrab compared to trab? Is the postoperative
inflammation (see Discussion and Conclusion
section) a likely reason?

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.

-Thisis not acomparative study, it is an overview
to find out intraoperative and postoperative
precautions in the use of Ologen to support its
efficacy and safety, Please refer to the highlighted
section in yellow in the beginning of " patients and
methods"

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

-the lower success rate in phacotrab compared to
trab isjustified in the discussion in in the yellow
highlighted paragraph with corresponding
references

Minor REVISION comments

- One or two tables would improve the readability of
the paper and the understanding of the results.

- Two tables were added in the results
section

Optional /General comments
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