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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	This manuscript is important as it contributes to the body of evidence supporting the efficacy of anti-VEGF therapy (specifically bevacizumab) in a relatively rare yet visually threatening condition, idiopathic choroidal neovascularization (ICNV), in young patients. The case reports reinforce the critical need for early diagnosis using multimodal imaging to prevent irreversible visual loss. Furthermore, the discussion of using the cost-effective bevacizumab in resource limited settings is highly relevant for global ophthalmic practice. 
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The description of ICNV, its diagnosis via multimodal imaging (FFA and OCT), and the treatment with anti-VEGF agents (bevacizumab) align with current ophthalmic literature and practice. The discussion covers the rarity, pathophysiology, and generally favourable prognosis of ICNV. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and recent, with the inclusion of papers up to 2022. However, to strengthen the discussion on the diagnostic role of OCTA, which is noted as a method to visualise neovascular flow and monitor recurrence, a highly cited, contemporary review specifically on OCTA in ICNV could be considered to complement Reference 15.

	

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

	Yes, the English quality is suitable. The manuscript is clearly written and professional. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is a well-presented case report that adds value to the literature. The authors should ensure that all figure captions (Figure 1A-D) clearly correlate with the images presented in the final version. A brief sentence in the conclusion or discussion about the authors' long-term definition of 'stabilisation' (e.g., the duration of the follow up) would be helpful for clarity, especially since recurrences are noted in the discussion. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No
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