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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 

  

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

In the Abstract, change the p values with the raw scores that are more 

informative: 

In the Results section, add the following clarifications: 

- Explain the meaning of the ± values, e.g. standard deviations, 

confidence intervals?; 

- Follow up comparisons are sufficient with respect to the T2 

condition; 

 

In the Discussion section, acknowledge some limitations of the study: 

- The use of an original cumulative reading rate as dependent 

measure and not of a standardized reading measure; 

- The missing of 6/14 participants at T3; 

- The short, 4-weeks, interval to test the follow up situation; 

- The small sample of the “reverse group”; 

- The comparison with the results of the previous study (please 

cite on line 225) cannot be done without an estimation of the 

parameters (i.e. confidence intervals) or a statistical 

comparison. 

 

Optional/General 
comments 

I did not check if the manuscript format adheres to the journal’s 

guidelines. 
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