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PART 1: 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

The clinical picture and examination findings are not described in detail, and the diagnosis is suddenly given,
which is unsatisfactory for the reader. The fundus findings should at a minimum include whether there was
only one haemorrhage or multiple haemorrhages, and whether there were no findings of tuberculous uveitis,
such as retinal vascular occlusion. The basis for the diagnosis of tuberculous meningitis and whether there
were no tuberculous lesions in other parts of the body should also be described.

Minor REVISION comments

Too many minor punctuation and spelling errors should be corrected.
For example, examples are as follows.

Eyechechup: eye-check-up

19 year old: 19-year-old

few months: a few months

History, visual acuity and anterior segment was: History, visual acuity and anterior segment were
k/c/o, AKT: "What do they stand for?"

Extra ocular muscles: Extraocular muscles

Therefore: Therefore,

Hemorrhages: Hemorrhages

Complications rate: complication rate

A space is needed just after a period or a comma throughout the text.

Optional/General comments
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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