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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Keywords. Delete deuteranopia, protanopia and
tritanopia since this is about screening for both
anomalous trichromats and dichromats. Instead putin
color vision screening

Page 1. Their description of the physiology underlying
congenital color vision deficiencies is so oversimplified
that it is incorrect.

“most common color anomalies is due to replacement
of one class of color pigment by the class already
represented in other cones”

is the definition of a dichromat

Please revise

Page 2. Add acquired to

“is the test most often used to diagnose type I, and Il
red green”

it is not clear that they switch from congenitabguired
deficiencies.

Page 2. Delete the paragraph starting with “Tgdifferent
visual.... Itis incomplete in expressing their gaivhich |
not too sure what the point is) and it is not reggligiven the
next paragraph

Page 3. | think that is grammatical issue, but taye that
the examiner “should “ be color normal, so my diogsis,
"was the examiner color normal?" However, why $tidle
examiner be color normal? They are just recortliieg
responses as wrong or right.
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Please be more specific about the “daylight” ligbti
conditions for the paper version and the room ilhation
conditions for the monitor version

Page 3. Did the authors make any color adjustnaendther
image enhancements to the scanned images befong she
final versions and which monitor/settings did thesg to
evaluate the image quality. | am not familiar witie
scanner, but did it have the capability to adjbstdolor
management settings for different monitor settiaugg if so
what was used.

Page 3. Which graphics card did they use?

Page 3. Were the plates on both tests presentbd same
order and what was the order of test presentation?

Page 3. Did the examiner actually time the presems for
the paper test or was it just approximately 3 sec

Page 4. | don't believe that the screen was dygtual
calibrated to verify that the color temperature wetually
6500 K. 1 believe that they mean that the colonaggement
system was set to their particular parameters.

Page 4. | am uncertain as to whether the paragraph
describing the test targets to test the monitpabdities
was actually used as part of the procedure or venetiis is
a suggestion to the reader to verify that the nesah@nitor
is capable of necessary resolution. If they ascdbing the
latter, then is this should be in the discussioappendix.
They also need to describe the correct appeardribe o
targets in Figure 2 in more detail in case thedee@rinter
doesn’t have the required color resolution.
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Page 4. There is general agreement with Birch, 188the
responses to the hidden plates can be ignoreduahthg
responses to the vanishing and transformationarsidered
with more than 3 errors as a failure. The autlkbuld also
look at this criterion in their comparison of thweottests to
determine whether it affects the specificity andséévity.

Page 6. Long and tuck should be Long andKT
Nagelanomaloscope should be Nagel anomaloscope
Page 8. '§ paragraph — Reliability wasn't assessed in thig
paper

Page 8. Heskett should be d#att

Tables 1 and 2 should be combined into one Table

Minor REVISION comments

Well now, we know that the Ishihara printed test can be
scanned and presented on a LCD with little color
management. For that reason, the paper should be
accepted with mostly minor revisions outlined above,
many are just editorial

Optional /General comments

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Anonymous

Department, University & Country

Canada

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved byECG

Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




