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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment
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Compulsory REVISION comments

Authors should expand on the discussion section about other case series on
hemolysis in Wilson disease. Walshe et al has a good case series of 22 patients with
hemolysis in Wilson disease.

Authors mention in the discussion section that patient did not present with
fulminant hepatitis; however based on the labs patient had significant abnormalities
in LFTs and bilirubin; so | believe the patient did present in fulminant hepatitis.
Authors say the uniqueness in their case is that he had persistent hemolysis. What
was the copper/ceruloplasmin level over the 2 yrs. Could it be because of persistent
elevated ceruloplasmin that the patient had a low level hemolysis.

Was hemoglobinemia/hemoglobinuria checked?

Images need to be clearer and better labelled.

improve the discussion section and could be published.

Minor REVISION comments

-a few spelling mistake- Persistent is spelt persistant

-USG needs to be first labelled as ultrasound and then the acronym should be used.
-In the introduction the last sentence is incomplete.

- what is the gene Xpert in pleural fluid-needs to be explained.

Optional/General comments
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