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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript highlights the rare complication of sea fan neovascularization in ocular tuberculosis, emphasizing the need for early diagnosis and appropriate treatment. It provides valuable clinical insights that can aid in improving management strategies and patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but my suggestion Ocular Tuberculosis with Sea Fan Neovascularization: A Case Report and Literature Review.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract effectively summarizes the case, but adding a brief statement on the rarity and significance of sea fan neovascularization in ocular tuberculosis would enhance its impact. 
Additionally highlighting the diagnostic challenges and the importance of early intervention could provide more clinical relevance. Simplifying treatment details while maintaining key findings would improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, The manuscript appears scientifically accurate, with well-supported evidence and appropriate references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are relevant and cover key aspects of ocular tuberculosis. However, some references are slightly outdated. Incorporating more recent studies, particularly from the last five years, would enhance the manuscript's credibility.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, some sentences are lengthy and could be refined for better readability. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents an interesting and relevant case of sea fan neovascularization in ocular tuberculosis contributing valuable insights to the field of ophthalmology.

 The study is well-structured and provides a detailed discussion of diagnosis, treatment, and prognosis.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 


	No
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