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Compulsory REVISION comments   

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Method: 

Justify use of older version of the WISC for intellectual 

assessment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Discussion: 

Present Table 3 and its description in the subheading 

"Results". 

 

The most recent version of the WISC was not 

available during the recruitment phase. 

However, according to the neuropsychiatries in 

charge of the diagnosis of dyslexia, WISC-R was   

adequate for  the purpose of the study.  

WISC-R was employed also in our previous 

investigation on the same subject published the 

last year in BJMMR. 

  

 

Table 3 has been presented in the Discussion 

(and not in the Result section) because it is 

explicative in discussing the comparison between 

the results obtained in the present survey (and as 

such reported and described in the Result 

section) and the previous finding that are not 

provided by the present investigation, so should 

not be inserted in the Result section. 

Optional/General comments 

 

General: The study is an important contribution to the 

rehabilitation of Developmental Dyslexia. 

Abstract: appropriate. 

Introduction: appropriate definitions; updated 

references. 

Method: adequate. 

Results: adequate. 

References: appropriate and updated. 

 

 


