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My Comments are  at the below. I hope they 
are helpfull for authors. 
 

Comments to the Author: 

This is a study evaluating macular thickness 
measurement via Heidelberg Spectralis SD-
OCT in pediatric patients. There are some 
missing points in this paper: 

Following clarifications are required: 

  

1)    There is no statistical 
information in material and methods 
section and using median values for 
age  in analyzing your results will be 
more statistically significant in 
studies evaluating pediatric 
patients. 

2)    The number is too low to obtain 

 

 
We like to thank you to reviewer for kind 
comments. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1- We did not use statistical analysis for 
the study. This study presented normative 
database for healthy paediatrics only. 
 
 
 
2- We added this issue as a limitation of 
the study to discussion.  
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a healthy reliable results for 
normative database. 

3)    There is no information about 
distribution about subjects (such as 
right/left eye or female /male) 

4)    The version of  OCt software is 
not mentioned 

5)    In discussion section, 
 differences between time domain 
and spectral domain OCT are 
explained  too much. It will be better 
to give information about 
 differences between healthy adults 
and children. As far as I know  the 
results of macular thichness of 
pediatric patients  in this article 
similar to adults values. 

6)    This kind of many studies have 
already published in literature. The 
study does not clearly states what 
was the need of present study. It 
may be added regarding the same. 

7)    If authors can clearify that this 
study adds some important 
information to the available 

 
 
 
3- Materials and Methods section start with 
` Sixty eyes of 30 patients (20 female, 10 
male)…` 
 
4- We added a new sentence to Materials 
and Methods for software. 
 
 
5- We tried to talk about only pediatric 
patients. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6,7- There is not many study published for 
Spectralis SD-OCT for pediatric patients 
yet. Also the device has no normative 
database. 
We believed that more studies are needed 
for create better normative databases for 
devices.   
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literature,  it can be considered. 

 

[Comments received from mail] 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
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