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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript is of significant importance as it provides a valuable, real-world reminder of the potentially life-threatening systemic side effects of topical ophthalmic medications. While the risk is known, this case of complete AV block requiring permanent pacemaker implantation in a patient with no prior cardiac history is a stark illustration. It reinforces the critical need for vigilance among both ophthalmologists and general practitioners. Furthermore, it underscores the importance of a multidisciplinary approach in managing patients with comorbidities and contributes to the literature by emphasizing that even patients without apparent risk factors can be affected.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is concise, accurate, and clearly reflects the content of the case report. It includes the key elements: the drug (Timolol), the adverse event (Atrioventricular Block), and the patient context, Glaucoma Patient.
	

	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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive. To improve it, consider adding a single sentence in the Presentation of Case, section to explicitly state that other potential causes (like electrolyte imbalances and ischemia) were ruled out, as this strengthens the causality link to timolol. The Discussion and Conclusion, could briefly mention the key takeaway for clinical practice (e.g., This case advocates for considering alternative IOP-lowering agents in patients with potential cardiovascular susceptibility.).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The case presentation is logical, the diagnosis of timolol-induced AV block is well-supported by the exclusion of other causes (normal electrolytes, echocardiogram, and coronary angiogram), and the management follows established clinical guidelines. The discussion accurately contextualizes the case within the existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate and include key and recent studies (e.g., Wang et al., 2019; Özcan et al., 2015). They adequately support the statements made regarding timolol's systemic effects and the management of AV block. No additional references are suggested.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. There are minor grammatical errors and slightly awkward phrasings that should be corrected during a final proofread. For example: "the coroner" should be "the coronary arteries," and "in the ICVCU" should be "in the Intensive Cardiovascular Care Unit (ICVCU)" on first use.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-documented and educational case report. The figures are a valuable addition. The flow from introduction to conclusion is logical. The authors are commended on highlighting a crucial drug safety issue. Minor revisions, primarily for language polishing and slight abstract enhancement, are recommended before acceptance.
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