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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 Summary of the study:
The authors investigated whether there were
differences in eye movements in deaf subjects and
normal subjects. Fast eye movement and slow eye
movements were compared.

Comments:
1. It was not clear why younger subjects were

used for the study. Although the complexity
of the visual tasks were not described in
detail, those subjects younger than 10 years
of age may not have been able to fully
understand?

2. A recent study by Bottari et al describe a
similar study in adults. This study should be
cited.
Bottari D, Valsecchi M, Pavani F. Prominent
reflexive eye-movement orienting associated
with deafness. Cogn Neurosci. 2012;3(1):8-
13.

3. Regarding the leftward fast eye movement
being statistically more precise in the deaf
subjects, the authors suggest that this could
be a bias. It is not clear what bias. Bias needs
to be explained more in detail.

4. The recording system may not be fast enough
to detect fast eye movements using 50 Hz
sampling rate. Although the authors
described that the findings were not
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unexpected, it is difficult to conclude that
there is no difference between the two
groups.

5. The authors defined the exclusion criteria
based on impaired visual system. However,
because this study is focused on ocular
performance, examination of the vestibular
system may also be necessary.

6. Statistical analysis is not explained in detail.
Matt-Withney U test? Is this Mann-Whitney U
test instead?

Minor REVISION comments Tables: Matt-Withney U should be changed to Mann-
Whitney U test.

Optional/General comments The results are explained concisely. However, there
are many small errors and uncertainties that make
this manuscript premature.
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