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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 1. The introduction is too long . For example
lines 40-46 and 54-56 can be extremely
shortened and even omitted. Other irrelevant
data concerning this specific article should
also be omitted .

2. Lines 86 and 121. Negative for what? TS?
3. Giving the IOP, axial length and retinscopy

findings adds no relevant information to this
paper.

4. What about US? OCT?  If done should be
added.

5. The MRI's are very small and one cannot
exactly identify the lesions mentioned in the
legend, Arrows should be added.

6. This is a study describes  2 children with TS.
The figures are very illustrative but I don't
recognize any new important information
this paper adds . Retinal astrocytomas are a
known ocular finding in patients with TS.

Minor REVISION comments
1. The figures are very nice. I think figures 1+5

should be united and also 2+3+6
2. OPD (line 76) the abb. Should be explained.
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Optional/General comments
1. This paper suffers from many serious

language issues (too many to be mentioned)
and should be edited

Special note: Figure 2 contain a full face photograph of
a child. The eyes should be hidden since the main
finding is on the skin.
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