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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.
	The manuscript explores the course of POAG in Tanzania, priotising risk factors like myopia, normal-tension glaucoma, advanced pathology stage, and uncontrolled intraocular pressure. It signifies the modified comprehensive approach and subject oriented protocols by employing the importance of proactive management regimen and periodic follow-ups.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title, as mentioned "Progression and Risk Factors of Primary Open Angle Glaucoma in a Tanzanian Population," is perfectly and clearly upholds the objective of the study alongside the demographical consideration.

	

	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.


	All are briefly-mentioned in the abstract, which is very clinical. Alongside, the scope of improvement lies on the approach of the abstract, clinically signifying the study arena. 

In the abstract's conclusion part, a phrase decscribing the clinical implications can be added.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This retrospective design with specific inclusion and exclusion credentials, diagnostic tools, and statistical analysis employing cox regression and Kaplan-Meier survival analysis provide a solid foundation for the publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	One concerend area might be: the earlier research by Heijl et al. (2013), Alemu et al. (2010), Mwanza et al. (2022), and Sihota et al. (2018) citations imply a certain amount of preceding work reference.Look into it. 

	

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


	Suitable for scholarly communication and publication standard.
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