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I consider this study to have valuable data that would be of interest if 

published however it needs a major revision before publication. There are 

some major concerns that should be addressed. First is the ethical issue – I 

could not find information whether this study adhered to the provisions of the 

Declaration of Helsinki, if it was approved by any ethic committee and what 

kind of consent was obtained from the study subjects ? Second is the 

presentation of the results: there should be more tables i.e. table for 

demographic data, table or graph for visual acuity data, table or graph with 

causes of visual impairment etc. One table with the abnormalities is not 

enough. Third is the conclusion section: in my opinion is too long and some of 

the conclusions are not drawn from the results of this study.  
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