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	Reviewer’s comment

	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 case report underscores a critical, vision-threatening complication following neurosurgical intervention for trigeminal neuralgia. By detailing the successful conservative management of a stage 3 neurotrophic ulcer using autologous serum and therapeutic contact lenses, it provides valuable clinical insights. It serves as an essential reminder for cross-disciplinary vigilance between neurosurgical and ophthalmological teams to ensure early detection of corneal denervation.
	

	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 consider mentioning the Mackie stage 3 classification withing the abstract as it immediately conveys the severity of the stroma ulceration.
	

	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.
	The references are topically relevant but currently insufficient in their formatting.

Major Revision Required Here: The bibliography list is incomplete. Citations are missing standard bibliographic details such as volume numbers, issue numbers, and page ranges. * Furthermore, the manuscript entirely lacks in-text citations. The authors must format the references according to the journal's guidelines and insert the corresponding numbered citations throughout the text.


	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The clinical content is excellent, but the complete lack of in-text citations and incomplete bibliographic data require correction before acceptance.
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