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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	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.

	The manuscript brings more and valuable evidence towards the comparison between the two major techniques for treating nasolacrimal duct obstruction. The study was well conducted, with clear objectives and adequate methods. The results were statistically treated and the evidence that was brought was valuable.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	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.

	Yes. I would suggest the abstract to be smaller, however, the message is well transmitted. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. However, I suggest the following reference: https://www.scirp.org/journal/paperinformation.aspx?paperid=113149
	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	The article is well written and brings adequate perspective regarding the comparison between the two techniques. I suggested the article as a manner for stimulating a more detailed description of the anesthesia that was utilized.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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