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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	it is a retrospective study with a relatively small sample size of 50 patients, which may limit the generalizability and statistical power of the findings, Additionally, the study is conducted in a specific geographical and clinical setting (Sudan), which might reduce the applicability of its results to other populations. Furthermore, the study relies on available medical records and patient reporting, possibly introducing selection bias or incomplete data collection.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	okay
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	1  Lack of Specific Data-The abstract mentions that good visual acuity can be achieved within 2 weeks with proper management but does not specify the success rates or detailed statistical outcomes, which could enhance its informativeness. 
2 Limited Context- It briefly states that LIG is a prevalent issue but does not contextualize the significance of the findings within broader epidemiological or clinical frameworks. 

3. No Mention of Limitations- Standard abstracts typically acknowledge limitations; this one does not, which could provide a balanced perspective on the findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically sound but the methodology, including ethical considerations and statistical analysis with SPSS software, aligns with standard research practices. The discussion contextualizes the results within broader epidemiological data and previous studies, adding to the scientific credibility.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More current year references need to add.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	While the existing references are relevant and, in some cases, recent, expanding the reference list to include cutting-edge studies from the last few years will improve the manuscript’s currency and scholarly depth
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	Indentation need to take care of this manuscript and improve the quality of each graph used here
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