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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 

 

The data are divided into two comparable groups 

with a single disagreement with age group. There 

could be some bias regarding the differences in ages, 

however the goal of the study is to characterize the 

occurrence of strabismus and diplopia among 

diabetic patients which would not have need for a 

control group. The statistical tests are consistent 

with the proposed study and the conclusion is in 

accordance with the results, but it would be 

interesting explanation is necessary because larger 

studies because the patient population is fairly 

representative and what are the factors of 

disturbance. The references are relevant to the study, 

however it would be interesting to make them more 

current. 

Would be interesting to add as appendix the 

questionnaire conducted to further clarify the 

reader. 

 

Thanks for your valuable advice.  We 
Corrected and revised the manuscript 
according to your options as possible. This 
study is the result of student thesis of Yazd 
Shahid Sadoughi University of Medical 
Science. 
We studied diplopia and strabismus in 
diabetics (typeII) and surly they are older than 
non diabetics. On the other hands, due to the 
low number of cases with diplopia and 
strabismus in all subjects (16 cases in 3000) for 
matching the groups based on age we must 
exclude many of our subjects. So, because of 
age disagreement, the groups were studied 
based on age separately (table 2). 
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