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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Introduction seems to be well prepared and extensive. Editor might like to decide to 

shorten it, depending on the overall approach of the Journal to prepare manuscripts.   

In contrary, Most of the materials and section description is rather brief. In my humble 

opinion, tools that have been used are rather well known in the world of psychiatry, so 

there is no need for extensive description. The only problem that I have noticed in this 

section is in “Regression with Optimal Scale” subsection. You have wrote „Although a 

general linear regression model can be used if all of the variables used in the analysis are 

numeric, this is not the case for ordinal or nominal variables because they do not meet 

the assumptions for regression and error terms” I do not understand what do You mean 

here by „if all of the variables”. Do You mean „All of the dependent variables”? In my 

humble opinion, one can add ordinal variable as a independent factor In the linear 

regression model, am I right? While using ordinal logistic regression, ordinal variable 

could serve as a dependent variable. Then You wrote „Therefore, analysis can be” could 

You be more specific here? What kind of analysis? What is the purpose of the analysis 

here? I suppose that optimal scaling applied in Your study might be a suitable method in 

overall, however the implementation of this particular model should be better justified 

in the first sentences of this paragraph. I suppose that ordinal independent variables 

could be analysed using linear regression methods, but maybe some practical difficulties 

might occur in implementation of such models? Results: “The results of chi-squared tests” 

information about particular methods of analysis should be described In the last section 

of materials and methods. In the results section, only results from those methods should 

be described, not methods itself. “ADL were not significantly different between PDD 
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and PD-MCI” How it was analyzed? Could You describe it In the materials and methods 

section? Could You calculate the effect size for this between group comparison? “P for 

trend” please rephrase “Figure 1 A” description – could Ypu explain what does „test 4”, 

„test5” etc. Stands for? Discussion: “K-MMSE and H&Y staging could independently 

differentiate PDD from PD-MCI even after adjusting for all of the Parkinson’s motor 

symptom and neuropsychological test results.” In my humble opinion it is not perfectly 

clear that such results could be drawn from the above study. What about the possibility 

that (as You stated in the further part of discussion) that patients with former PD-MCI 

converted into PDD as disorder progressed, and therefore there is the relationship with 

H and Y?  One thing that I would add to the discussion: from Your results MMSE 

showed higher utility in diagnosis than MoCA test, what is rather in contrary to the 

wave from literature from the last years, what showed higher utility of MocA in MCI 

diagnosis. Could you add a sentence or two on this result to the discussion? Could You 

refer to the longitudinal studies on older people with MMSE, MoCA, TMT B (or other 

widely used cognitive test)? 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1. Equation are not in mathematical notation, I suggest the authors should be 

experienced enough in writing out the equations 2.  If a parameter is given in italic in 

equations, then it should be italic in text if you mean the same parameter. 

 


