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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	Cataract usually is considered a disease of older age group. The article highlights the causality and treatment outcomes in the younger age group patients.  However, the article concentrates on only vision objectively and not on the other aspects of vision 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. 
	

	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.


	Abstract is comprehensible .The authors could add at which post-operative day patients visual outcome was measured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is simple and well written. 
-The authors should mention the type of surgery performed, whether SICS or Phacoemulsification, if all surgeries were performed by a single surgeon and if all the surgeries were uneventful. All these factors affect vision.
-The type of lens may also have a bearing on the outcome

-The authors have mentioned that DM, Hypertension are associated with poorer outcomes. These may be due to the retinal changes which has not been specified for the cases.
-In the studies cited was the definition of poorer outcome same as that of the present study?


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are fine
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is well written but it only focusses on the objective parameter that too only the distant visual acuity. Near vision correction is a big factor to be considered in post cataract surgery cases specially in young patients. Recently subjective parameters have become important in assessment of outcome post surgery which can be explored as an extension of the study
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