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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

The manuscript lies within the scope of the journal and
tackles an important systemic disease which has a
great impact on the eye, that is, diabetes.

Capitalise the title please.

The authors mentioned in the exclusion criteria that
they excluded any diabetic patient with HIV
infection. How did they exclude that, provided that
a large percentage of HIV carriers are
asymptomatic? Did the authors perform routine
PCR for all diabetic patients (a very costly
procedure for any developing country)?

Did the authors exclude other possible causes of
corneal hypoesthesia like cocaine abuse,
cerebrovascular accidents, MS and/or the repeated
use of topical NSAID’s ?

Page 5, line 99, the authors stated there was no
bias in recruiting subjects. How did they ensure
this, while in the same time an interviewer
presented a questionnaire to the patients? Kindly
explain further.

Page 7, line 132: The statistical methods need to
be explained in further detail. What tests were used
and why? Please explain in a paragraph.

How do the authors explain that despite that 34 of
patients gave positive symptoms of peripheral
neuropathy (like tingling, pricking and burning),
only 25% of them or less needed a voltage higher
than 25 milliVolt by the biothesiometer? Does that
mean that somatic sensations like pain and heat
are affected by diabetes long before deep ones like
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vibration sense are?

The references are a bit outdated, as the most
recent one was in 2012. The authors should try to
refer to more recent studies.

Minor REVISION comments .

Page 1, line 15: Better to say healthy controls or
diabetes free controls, and not “Diabetic free”
Page 2, line 37 : issued diagnostic criteria (not
criterion)

Page 3, line 59: the correct sentence structure is
“Not only can corneal diseases develop in diabetic
patients, but also they are very difficult to manage”.
Page 3, line 64: what do the authors mean by “key
arm in neurology”? Do they mean: A key entity?
Page 4, line 72: use “healthy controls” instead of
“diabetic free controls”.

Page 4, lines 74, 77: please use “who gave written
informed consent”.

Page 6, line 116: Please use “converted to”

Page 6, line 122: please use past tense: “the
vibration perception was considered abnormal
when the mean voltage of three readings exceeded
25 milli Volts”.

Page 12, line 192: please use “decreases” instead
of “reduces”.

Optional/General comments
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