We are pleased to submit the revised version of our article entitled “Pediatric MS in Portugal: a multicentre study” for consideration of publication in the Acta Medica Portuguesa. We are very grateful to the Reviewer for reviewing our manuscript and we appreciated the corrections and valuable suggestions. 

Our point-by-point responses:

Reviewer A
1. Line 117 - Black holes should be defined. Could define as T1hypointensities or hypointense lesions on T1.
Response: The manuscript was changed according to your suggestion (line 117).

2. Line 141 - would add "confirmation of" prior to "the diagnosis"
Response: The manuscript was changed according to your suggestion (line 141).

3. Line 153 - "A" should replace "No" when talking about pleocytosis
Response: We are referring to absence of pleocytose. We changed it to be more perceptible (line  153).

4. Line 155 - Would explain what you mean about the hypothesis of post-infectious demyelination. I am not sure what this is supposed to mean in this context.
Response: We have reformulated the sentence and we hope that now it is clearer (line 155)

5. Line 162 - insert "hypointense" prior to lesions
Response: The manuscript was changed according to your suggestion (line 165).

6.  Line 282 - would remove small. Many of these studies did involve a relatively large number of patients
Response: The manuscript was changed according to your suggestion (line 286).

7.  Line 207 - "dada" should be "data”
[bookmark: _GoBack]Response: The manuscript was changed according to your suggestion (line 311).

8. Table 1 - Add "hypointense" before lesions on T1-weighted images (black
holes)
Response: The table 1 was changed according to your suggestion

Thank you for receiving back our manuscript and for considering it for review. We appreciate your time and look forward to your response.
