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PART 1: Review Comments

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

In the results and tables, ‘n” means number of patients or number of eyes? If it means
patient, how did you define a patient with no abnormality in one eye and any abnormality
on the other eye?

How did you define astigmatism, i.e., was a 0,5 D of cylindric error grouped into the
astigmatism group?

All the remarks of the reviewers were taken into account.

In the tables of results, the "n" means the number of patients since in
the methodology we made it clear that the ametropia was either
unilateral or bilateral and concerned a child.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Good review and data in the topic. English is requiring improvement.
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