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Compulsory REVISION comments 
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Minor REVISION comments 

 

In methods, abbreviation of BCVA is not explained, although 

it is a well-known acronym. 

 

A normal database is known using OCT SPECTRALIS. Why 

was it necessary to create an own normal database? 

 

 

 

 

 

The reference list is not unified in its format. 

 

 

 

We agree. We have incorporated the definition in 

the revised MS. 

 

We did not create a normative database, we  

explained the OCT operating mode and how it gets 

/ compares values so that both ophthalmologists 

and psychiatrists are able to understand this study. 

If the reviewer does not think this is clear in the 

paper, we will be happy to refrase it. 

 

We agree. We have corrected the reference list in 

the revised MS. 

Optional/General comments 

 

Very interesting, although a bit long introduction. 

 

 

 

 

 

The introduction is indeed a bit long, stemming 

from the fact that the paper incorporates two 

medical specialties, ophthalmology and psychiatry.  

 

 

We thank the reviewer for the comment. 
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It is an excellent, well-written and logical paper based on 

results of a collaboration of an ophthalmological and a 

psychiatry departments. 

 

 

 


