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Ausmitinicom

Introduction

Population ageing is a glabal pharcenenan mo«m-m arange olmm cann
chalenges. Ageing resuls in a rumber of and
visual mpaum that increases the number of eldery porwnnml\n cane. Age-

ameng the elderty undemnining independence and qualty of ifea 5. Early detection and
prompt tneatmant of many age-fefated eye diseases can fonestall of prevent disabiity
from these conditang Ophthaimic and optometnic best practices recommands that older
adults visit an e care professional regularty %o have a comprahansive ey examinaton
but some eiderly parsons are not able 19 utiize aye cans sarvices due to some factars
600 85 barriersas. Fasthcars utiizaton is influefe by a number of predisposing
wnabling and need factors, Predispesing factors wrist befor an dlness and describe the
propensdy of an individual fo use healthcare. mmmoﬁms
abikty o 80 haslthcara senvices

of eye cisease or & perceived need for ey care ?m\n the utirason of eye care,

nmm; the elderly Nﬂllln a it which causes l&m;

o nt outcs e. To some extand, ubl of
amumm whacts tha ulhmomugq ¢ heatf sarvices and is a marker of
axiging eye hu\‘hsymm i, Eye can are previded
mainly by . srem and ophihaimic

i monwy Thers are,
about 50 W!m:lmnlogm m Opmmﬂ'nl and 300 oumm nrses in 52 Ghana,
serving the over 24 milien populations: Most nral areas are well underserved as most
ophhaimolitsts and optometrists pracice in larger towns and cities only. The eiderly
laping countres have limded access and
WOTBE By8 AN l % urban and e mode townse u 124 The
work] Health Crganization estimated that Sough the number of people visuslly impaired
from infectious diseases has greatly reduced in developing couniries within the last 20
years, the lack of sccess Yo cataract surgeries in developing countries poses a Mmajor
chalerge o arh’mhm neecless and avoldable birdness by the year 20001, Despite
being moee affected by visual impakment and blindness than any other population
Group, the siderly peaple are aiso leastlikely & seek help when faced with eye

f their, visions, s i that eely one in thege clder
,‘m actually rm-m pary developed countriess, w. In
ardridian n e s haun nthae

A quick check with TURNITIN uncovered many sentences in
the INTRODUCTION and DISCUSSION and CONCLUSION that
have similarity with published texts.

The authors should consider rephrasing these sentences.

The reviewer’s turnitin report revealed
82% originally even though the article is a
highly reference one. Authors have
however rephrased parts of the
introduction and discussion as suggested
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Materials and Methods

This study was reviewed by the IRB of University of Cape
Cosat. The authors should provide evidence of Ethical approva
(project ID/ reference number).

When was the study conducted?

Inclusion and exclusion criteria should be mentioned in detail.
What was the method of sampling?

What were the precautions taken to minimize bias?

Line 77-78:
Sample size calculation should be provided.

The study was part of an MPhil research
undertaken at the department of
population and health, university of cape.
As it is with the practice in the university,
the department responsible reviewed and
approved the ethics involved on behalf of
the university IRB. Infact, the second and
third authors are professors in the
department. If it is editorial decision for
authors to produce such letters, authors
will oblige.

Issues related to the methods have been
addressed

The study population size, inclusion criteria
and number involved in the study were
clearly stated in the methodology and
authors felt no need to include that in the
manuscript. This has however been
amended to reflect reviewers comments
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Line 80:
Semi-structured questionnaires were used.

1. Why did the researchers use semi-structured
questionnaires, which is more suitable for social
sciences?

2. Were the questions asked in English, Akan, Ewe or
any other languages?

3. Was there any formal /validated back-to-back
translation performed between languages?

Line 85: Who performed the ophthalmic examinations?

Line 86 : The researchers should determine the best corrected
visual acuity (BCVA).

1. Structured or semi-structured can
be used in such studies depending
in the variables being studies. In
this case, authors used the former
to allow respondents give corrects
answers for specific variables
which was appropriately coded
afterwards

2. The questionnaires and informed
consent forms were translated into
Fanti the local dialect. Apart be
experienced in such studies, those
who administered the
questionnaires were trained. This
has been clarified in the
manuscript.

The eye screening was performed but
experienced Doctors of Optometrist. A
validation procedure was also done with an
Ophthalmologist. This has been highlighted
in the manuscript.

Visual impairment could either be
determined with presenting visual acuity
(PVA) with or without correction or best
corrected visual acuity. Either is accepted.
In this study, authors wanted to show
perception of vision by respondents and
vision as during measured on examination.
Using BCVA will lead to underestimation of
the problem.
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Line 89: Direct ophthalmoscopy is not sufficient for the
examination of the retina especially in the presence of
cataract. The researchers should use the Binocular Indirect
Ophthalmoscope (BIO).

Line 103: In data analysis, did the researchers analyze the PVA
with spectacles or PVA without spectacles?

Line 128: “Respondents were asked to grade their perception
about well they can see”

The grading system should be explained in Materials and
Methods

The researchers should the purpose of looking into matching
PVA against self-evaluation by respondents(table 4) and
the difference between self evaluation and identified eye
problems that needed treatment (table 6)

There are many LIMITATIONS in this study. The researchers
should identify these limitations and discuss accordingly in
this manuscript.

Internal examination was done with direct
ophthalmoscopy under dilation which was
adequate and did not affect the results. The
use of equipment depends on equipment
availability and setting of the study. In a
community based study such as this one,
the alternative use of equipment can be
expressed as a limitation.

PVA is correctly recorded as the patients
presented, with or without spectacles. This
was clearly stated in the methods, but has
now also been highlighted in the analysis
section.

Authors agree with reviewer, this has been
clarified

This was done to draw comparison
between eye status as perceived by the
respondents and that as determined. This
has been inferred in the discussion.

This was covered in the conclusion part of
the discussion. However, the manuscript
has been amended and highlighted to
reflect this suggestion.
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The researchers should also discuss the generalizability of
the study.

Line 247: Authors disclose no funding sources.

This study involved 170 participants, and at least 3 trained
social workers, 5 experience doctors of optometrists and

ophthalmologists in the hospital.

I believe some sort of funding was involved.

The generality or otherwise of it was
covered in the discussion.

Authors have no funding disclosures to
make. The project was funded by
researchers

Minor REVISION comments

Acknowledgement:
The researchers should acknowledge those who helped in this
study.

The suggestion have been adhered to

Optional /General comments

The authors should consider rephrasing some of the sentences
in INTRODUCTION and DISCUSSION and CONCLUSION

Authors have rephrased some parts to
accommodated this suggestion
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