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Reviewer report on manuscript 20140522213737 Title: Cranial Neuropathies in Sarcoidosis The

review is an interesting one and deals with an important topic. The paper is well written.
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This is a comprehensive review that includes past and current knowledge in the field. There are good
descriptions of the broad spectrum of symptoms according to the cranial nerve involved. Some minor
revisions are suggested. There are many repetitions about the incidence of cranial neuropathies in
sarcoidosis throughout the text. I believe that a comprehensible table, like Table 2 in the text, is
enough. Although the review is scientifically substantiated by up-dated references, there are also a lot
of outdated references. In the subsection on “The pathogenesis of neurosarcoidosis”, the reference
used to document the pathogenesis of the disease is wrong (4th arrow, reference 22). A brief reference
to the current and emerging therapeutic strategies in neurosarcoidosis is also needed. The
abbreviation of central nervous system in the subsection of facial neuropathy has already been given
earlier.
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I have read with great interest this manuscript “Cranial Neuropathies in Sarcoidosis”. I have the
following concern: The manuscript written in a textbook style! I could not follow it easily. I would
suggest rewriting it in the traditional style of case report/ series. (Background, case history,
discussion) There is clear redundancy in the text; too long abstract and discussion. It sounds that
figure I is not from the author’s patients! Seventy three references for such report are too many
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