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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.


	The manuscript highlights the rare incidence of neurotrophic keratopathy after trigeminal nerve ablative procedures. Clinicians should be aware of this entity and maintain high index of suspicion in patients who present with a history of trigeminal nerve disorders. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Please remove ocular lavage from the management and outcome part as it is not standard treatment. Please use standard metric system for documenting visual acuity (2/10 is incorrect)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Major changes required:

1. The authors mention that trigeminal nerve ablation was done 8 months back. It is unlikely for neuropathic keratopathy to begin 8 months after the nerve ablation as usually the nerve should be regenerating by this time, kindly explain this.
2. Please mention the method of IOP measurement in the given state of the cornea

3. The authors have mentioned ocular lavage in the treatment. Ocular lavage is not a standard treatment of neurotrophic keratopathy, rather, a technique for emergency management of chemical injury.

4. The presenting visual acuity has been noted as 2/10. Kindly use standard metric system of reporting BCVA for e.g. Snellen’s chart

5. Figure 1 lacks clarity and pointers must be used to highlight the area of pathology.

6. Please use standard referencing guide for your references and proper in-text citations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please follow standardized guidelines for writing references (APA, Vancouver etc.) with proper in-text citations.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major revision is needed
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