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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
Minor REVISION comments THE UNAIDED VISUAL ACUITY WAS 6/18 AND THIS IMPROVED WITH
1. There is mix-up in the visual acuities stated. Please let us know the presenting PIN-HOLE TO 6/9.
visual acuity (VA) and then the pin hole or the best corrected vision. THE MANUSCRIPT HAS BEEN REVISED ACCORDINGLY

Optional/General comments

They are interesting cases though.
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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)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) NO THERE WERE NO ETHICAL ISSUES AS NO FULL FACE PHOTOGRAPH
WAS USED FOR CASE 1
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