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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- Please clarify the exact setting

2- Please clarify the demographical characteristics
for the cases involved.

3- Please add a table for the genotypes and
phenotypes of the cases.

4- Please clarify if any ophthalmological special

fundus examinations (angiography) have been done.

Thank you for comments. We made the
corrections suggested in the manuscript
(highlighted in yellow colour).

A digital angiography was added.

We created a table detailing clinical findings of
our patientes, and we added the recent diagnosis
of diabetes insipitus in patients B and C.

Our hospital laboratory is not presently
equipped to carry out the genetic tests required
to sequence the WFS1 from this family, however,
we are planning to collect and send their blood
samples to genetic study at a major medical
center in Sao Paulo

Minor REVISION comments

Please rephrase the conclusion.

| rephrased the conclusion as requested.

Optional /General comments

Some language errors should be corrected.

The manuscript was revised by an official
certificated translator, specialized at the English
language.
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