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	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (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 is important for the scientific community as it highlights the rare but significant ocular manifestations of tuberculosis (TB), particularly choroidal neovascularization (CNV), which can lead to severe visual impairment. 
By presenting three distinct case studies, the paper underscores the diverse clinical presentations of ocular TB, ranging from chorioretinitis with CNVM in a pediatric patient to choroidal granulomas and optic neuritis.
The cases emphasize the diagnostic challenge and the critical need for identifying the underlying etiology of CNVM to guide appropriate treatment and improve prognosis.
Furthermore, the discussion of various therapeutic strategies for uveitis-related CNV, including anti-VEGF therapy, contributes to the understanding of management approaches for these complex conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title "Ocular Manifestations of Tuberculosis - Case Series" is appropriate and effective, as it provides a clear and accurate summary of the research content, making it easier for researchers to determine its relevance to their interests.
	

	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 current abstract is concise and provides a good overview of the manuscript's focus on ocular manifestations of tuberculosis (TB) through a case series 
While the abstract is suitable, adding specific details about the clinical presentations and key outcomes of the cases would significantly enhance its comprehensiveness and utility for readers.
The abstract could briefly mention the diverse types of ocular manifestations observed in the cases, such as chorioretinitis with CNVM in a pediatric patient, choroidal granulomas, or optic neuritis. This would give readers a clearer idea of the spectrum of cases presented.
Briefly mentioning the primary diagnostic methods used (e.g., Mantoux test, Quantiferon gold test, imaging like OCT or HRCT Thorax) would add valuable context. For instance, the first case mentions positive Mantoux and Quantiferon tests.
Including a sentence about the general treatment approaches or the ultimate outcome for the patients (e.g., visual improvement, specific interventions like anti-VEGF therapy, or challenges in management) would be beneficial. The paper discusses management strategies such as antitubercular treatment (ATT), steroids, and intravitreal ranibizumab.
By incorporating these elements, the abstract would offer a more complete summary, allowing researchers to quickly ascertain the specific relevance of the case series to their work, particularly regarding the varied clinical presentations and management strategies in ocular TB.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically accurate based on the information it contains. It discusses the ocular manifestations of tuberculosis, a known cause of many eye diseases, and presents a series of cases that align with the established medical understanding of the effects of tuberculosis on the eye and its treatment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient in scope, but their recency could be improved. 
It is recommended to include comprehensive review articles published within the last 3-5 years that summarize current diagnostic criteria, treatment guidelines (particularly for drug-resistant tuberculosis affecting the eye), and long-term outcomes for ocular tuberculosis.
	

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

	The manuscript's scientific content is generally sound, but the quality of the English language needs significant improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. Addressing the grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistencies would greatly enhance its clarity, professionalism, and overall impact.
The manuscript contains frequent grammatical errors, such as incorrect verb tenses, subject-verb agreement issues, and improper use of articles and prepositions.
The term "CNVM" is used interchangeably with the term "CNV" without always guaranteeing clarity in its first appearance in the main text versus the abstract.
	

	Optional/General comments

	I suggest adding a table summarizing the key demographic, clinical, and therapeutic data for the three cases to facilitate comparison.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No
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