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	Title: Newly Described Case of Congenital Corneal Opacities in Three Generations of One Family
General Comments from Reviewer: The addition of expanded clinical examination information and additional clarification regarding the methodology of genetic testing used would enhance and improve the section regarding "Genetic Testing" in this manuscript. An expanded background section, more comprehensive discussion of differential diagnoses and literature comparisons, and additional detail about the abstract and reference section of the manuscript will all enhance its completeness scientifically.
· Providing one important clinical component (phenotype, surgical intervention, or genetic testing results) in the abstract will provide for greater clarity and scientific impact. The abstract would be strengthened by closing with a statement regarding the clinical significance of the case report.
· In Introduction the background given in the brief report provides sufficient epidemiological context and indicates the peculiar familial pattern, although it is not separately labeled. The infrequency of such inheritance is rightly stressed. A small paragraph right at the beginning of the text that would explicitly define CCO, and would also distinguish the major causes, for example, Peters anomaly vs. other etiologies, would provide the readers with an even stronger context.
· The case described has a clear chronological sequence with appropriate clinical detail including corneal findings, pigmented synechiae, the time of surgery to histolopathy of the specimen and outcome. The family history has been adequately documented through use of a pedigree diagram. Additional data to include: Neonatal birth history; Systemic physical examination; Perinatal complications; Detailed Evaluation of Anesthesia including the Intraocular Pressure (IOP); Corneal diameter; Lens status.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]The discussion provides correct interpretation of rarity, inheritance pattern, and diagnostic considerations. The comparison with Peters anomaly is pertinent. The rationale for genetic evaluation is robust and well justified. A differential diagnoses of CCO with familial inheritance can be added as a short paragraph.
The article can be published after minor revision.



