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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript highlights a rare but clinically significant cause of upper eyelid tissue loss—human bite injury—and its successful management using the Cutler-Beard technique. While CBT is well-established for reconstructing post-tumor excision defects, its application in traumatic eyelid loss due to human bite is scarcely reported. The case adds valuable insight into the versatility of this reconstructive approach in atypical and high-infection-risk scenarios. It contributes to the scientific community by expanding the documented indications for CBT and offering a practical reference for oculoplastic surgeons managing complex eyelid trauma.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	YES 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Abstract should contain minimum 250 words, 

Lack of Surgical Technique Description

Figures and Legends

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of clinical content, surgical indication, and use of established reconstructive technique.

Novelty of the Case:
This is a rare presentation of a human bite causing a full-thickness upper eyelid defect with significant tissue loss, which is well-documented.

 Appropriate Use of Technique:
The decision to use the Cutler-Beard technique is well-justified, given the extent of tissue loss. The case appropriately demonstrates the versatility of this flap technique beyond its traditional use in tumor resection.

Clinical Detail:
The case is presented with good clinical detail, including measurement of defect size, visual acuity, and fluorescein findings, which helps understand the extent and impact of injury.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a mix of foundational and relatively recent references, such as:

Cutler & Beard (1955) – original technique description

Hsuan & Selva (2004), Rahmi et al. (2014), Bengoa-González (2019) – recent clinical applications

Yacoub et al. (2014) – bite wound infection risks

Okonkwo & Ezeh (2022), Li (2018) – recent insights into eyelid trauma

The recent papers need to be covered.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	There are minor grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent tense usage. For example:

“epithelia erosion” should be “epithelial erosion”

“results of which were all within normal limits” – stylistically better as “all results were within normal limits”
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