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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   

Minor REVISION comments 

 
1. The authors said “Our case, with the lack of significant 

anterior globe injuries, the presence of lower lid 
laceration indicating the main force of impact, suggests 
that the inferior orbital rim received the bulk of the force 
from the water jet. The pattern of injury, i.e. small 
anterior floor fracture without rim fracture helps to 
validate current theoretical knowledge known about the 
buckling theory.”, but the case had a number of 

injuries of the eye including subconjunctival 

hemorrhage and commotion retinae, which 

indicating the presence of high impact to the ocular 

globe and are usually in case of orbital floor fracture 

caused by hydraulic mechanism. What are the 

author’s thoughts on that? 

2. Did the authors examine MRI scans for a qualitative 

diagnosis of the optic nerve injury or something? The 

case had poor VA and a history of high-impact 

trauma to the orbitae. In addition, MRI provides us 

some important suggestions in orbital fracture. 

 

Optional/General comments   

 

Reviewer Details: 

 

Name: Anonymous  

Department, University & Country Asahikawa Medical University, Japan 

 


