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PART 2: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments This manuscript reviews 2 cases of tuberous sclerosispresenting in children. Both children had retinalhamartomas. There is a nice review of the types of retinalhamartomas. However, the manuscript does not add tothe current body of literature.

The introduction is too long for the purposes of thepaper.
The English and grammar are awkward and oftenincorrect.

The referencing is also often poor.  I would notrecommend this manuscript for publication.

This manuscript contains the review of 2 cases ofTS.These rare cases have rarely been reportedfrom our subcontinent and it could distributeimportant knowledge to our collegues of otherdepartments that meticulous eye examinationcan be very rewarding to establish the diagnosiswhenever TS is suspected.
The introduction has been shortened.

We belong to a poor but developing countrywhere English is not our native language but wehave tried our best to correct the grammaticalmistakes.
The referencing system has been improved.
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Special Note: There is no comment on whether thismanuscript was reviewed by the IRB or whether thefamilies consented to be included in this publication. Aface is shown and the eyes are not blocked.
The consent from IRB and family was obtainedand documented at the end of the manuscript..The eyes are blocked and identity has not beendisclosed.


