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Minor REVISION comments

1. As the focus of the paper is the dendritic pattern, and not

the ophthalmoplegia, I would remove “Ophthalmoplegia”
from the title, as it misdirects focus from the objective.
The fact he presented first with ophthalmoplegia can
remain in the text.

. Avoid starting a sentence with ‘Patient’ or ‘Patient’s’.

Replace the word ‘Patient’s’ with ‘His’ to improve
readability.

Please include the time course for the appearance of
each of the different types of corneal lesions in the text,
and in figure 1.

The last paragraph starts ‘in conclusion’, but appears to
be a summary of the ‘treatment’ section, and not the
article itself, which is a report on the HZO keratitis
patterns in one patient. I would eliminate this entire
paragraph(it is also redundant and subjective), and
replace it with a concluding sentence regarding the
keratitis patterns.

Reviewer: As the focus of the paper is the dendritic
pattern, and not the ophthalmoplegia, I would
remove “Ophthalmoplegia” from the title, as it
misdirects focus from the objective. The fact he
presented first with ophthalmoplegia can remain in
the text.

Comment: We would like to thank the reviewer for
the comments. We would like to differ from the
reviewer with regards to the title. We do agree that
dendriform pattern is the focus of the article, but
this case is unique in that all these patterns started
after the patient recovered from ophthalmoplegia.
So we would like to retain Ophthalmoplegia in the
title.

Reviewer: Avoid starting a sentence with ‘Patient’
or ‘Patient’s’. Replace the word ‘Patient’s’ with ‘His’
to improve readability.

Comment: We agree to the reviewers comments
and will make the change in the text. Line 66,94
shows the changes made.

Reviewer: Please include the time course for the
appearance of each of the different types of corneal
lesions in the text, and in figure 1.

Comment: We would like to thank the reviewer for
the comments. The time frame for the appearance
of corneal lesions has been illustrated in Table 1.

Reviewer: The last paragraph starts ‘in conclusion’,
but appears to be a summary of the ‘treatment’
section, and not the article itself, which is a report
on the HZO keratitis patterns in one patient.
[Comment: We have modified the paragraph.
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Optional/General comments

Great photos.
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