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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

There are numerous spelling and grammatical
errors.

I have suspicions about the homogeneity of the
grouops. It is hard to accept this study as a controlled
one.

Although cycloplegic retinoscopy is the gold standard
for refractive error measurement, there is not any
results of refractive examination in the groups.

The authors do not mention about the results of
ophthalmological examination (visual acuity,
strabismus, etc).

Pupillary diameter could significantly affect the
results. The authors do not mention about this.

The presentation of the results are cursory.

The authors should answer why should the corneal
reflex value be a reliable screening tool.

There are lots of manuscript determinig that
PlusOptix is not a reliable tool for screening of
amblyopia. The authors do not mention about these.
Discussion is not focusing on the purpose of the
study. The factors that could affect the corneal reflex
values are not discussed. Explication of the results
are not satisfactory.

Q1. The reviewer is right. We will check
grammar, and revise it.

Q2. Because the main subject is validity of
corneal reflex, not the refraction, we did
not mention about the reractive error of the
subjects.

Q3. It is true that pupillary diameter is
important in validity of refraction, but it is
not important in validity of pupil reflex.

Q4. There are many manuscripts about
reliability of plusoptix in determining
refraction. Our study is only to determine
the validity of corneal reflex value. The
company sells this machine by saying
Corneal Reflex value determines
amblyopia (not due to strabismus, not due
to refractive errors). As a result we say that
this value is not reliable.

Minor REVISION comments

Created by: EA

Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (2™ June, 2012)




Q
SCIENCEDOMAIN international 2%,7

www. sciencedomain.org = \
SDI Review Form 1.6 BEINCEODMAM

Optional /General comments

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (2™ June, 2012)




