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 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 
 

 
This paper is quite interesting. Of course there is a preponderance of colour vision 
deficit (CVD) in the male gender because it is X-linked. In the female gender there is 
the Lyon’s effect because there are two X chromosomes. It is possible that there are 
some false positive and false negative results in this screening. 
The whole manuscript must be formatted uniformly as justified and line distance. 
In the Results section of the abstract  tritan defects (0.2 must be corrected. 
 

Manuscript formatted accordingly 
Tritan defects 0.2% corrected 

Minor REVISION comments 
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