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PART 2:
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments
Overall the manuscript has been much improved.

There are functional differences between two groups in higher central circuits such
as attention, perception and cognition. However, at the lower level, there were was
no difference. Providing some information of probable cross-coupling pathway of
ocular and hearing system will be an interesting topic for future studies.

Line 141
”As suggested by two anonymous reviewers, in fact, ~” is not a very suitable
phrase in a manuscript. Perhaps something like, “at least under the current stimulus
conditions” would be more suitable?

The sentence has been rephrased according to the suggestion of the reviewer.


