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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

This article studied the incidences of potential rare 
complications of type II diabetics, i.e., diplopia 
and strabismus, in Yazd, Iran, and, interestingly, 
they found that there was no statistically difference 
in frequency of diplopia and strabismus between 
diabetics and nondiabetics. I think that this 
negative data could mean something, had all the 
confounding factors, especially the age and other 
concurrent diseases, been vigorously controlled. In 
addition, since the target complications are so rare, 
I believe substantially more cases are needed to 
draw a reliable conclusion.    

 

Thanks for your valuable advice. The mean age of 
patients with and without diplopia was 45±13.11 
and 48.70±17.09 respectively without statistically 
differences (p value= 0.346). Also the mean age of 
patients with and without strabismus was 
46.5±11.72 and 48.69±17.09 respectively without 
statistically differences (p value= 0.608). The mean 
age of diabetic and non-diabetic patients with 
diplopia was 51±13.26 and 42.23±12.58 
respectively, without statistically differences (p-
value= 0.18). Also the mean age of diabetic and 
non-diabetic patients with strabismus was 51±13.26 
and 43.8±10.47 respectively, without statistically 
differences (p-value= 0.24).  Therefore we ignore 
the role of age in frequency of diplopia and 
strabismus in groups. 
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