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well conducted.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Sub-Tenon's urokinase injection-assisted vitrectomy is an interesting technique and the

authors present a small series of cases. There are some inconsistencies in the text, which

are mostly of stylistic nature (e.g., sometimes the authors talk about a woman,
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sometimes female). It does not read very well. Some images are blurred and a better

resolution is imperative.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In this study, Chai et al reported a new surgical procedure treating clot caused by SCH.

Their work is interesting with potential usefulness for a wilder clinic application. I have

the following comments. It seems that the visual outcome of the 4 cases reported here




7901 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 501,

BaiShideﬂg Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA

o . Telephone: +1-925-223-8242
P u b ll S h mn g Fax: +1-925-223-8243
o D E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com
3“15',1‘19“9@ Group https:/ /www.wjgnet.com

were not exciting. The procedure the authors used is more effective on anatomical
recovery. In this situation, the authors should discussion the reasons and explain why
the anatomical recovery is also important and essential for patient with SCH. Since the
authors are trying to propose a new surgical procedure and I understood that it’s not
possible to lunch a control group now. They should try to compare their new method
with the current ones and outline the advantages. There are many regimes other than
urokinase used in clinic for clot dissolution, the authors may need discuss why they
chose urokinase. Discussion section paragraph 2, “Excellent final anatomical results

were also achieved in cases 1 and 3” dose not make sense, case 3 and 4?
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