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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 case report “Purtcher Like Retinopathy Complicating Acute Pancreatitis: Rare Case” is 
well written and divided into sections and subsections. It is sufficiently illustrated with 
figures. The references cited relevant and adequate. 
In my opinion, this review paper can be recommended for publication after minor revision. 
It is recommended to include a list of abbreviations, used in the article. 
In section “Case Présentation” it is necessary to replace the word “eyeu” with the word 
“eye”. 
It is recommended to add articles of the last three years to section “References” 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
It is recommended to include a list of abbreviations, used in the article. 
In section “Case Présentation” it is necessary to replace the word “eyeu” with the word 
“eye”. 
It is recommended to add articles of the last three years to section “References” 
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