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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.

	This manuscript provides valuable evidence on the real-world outcomes of trabeculectomy in a resource-limited setting, addressing a gap in long-term glaucoma surgery data from sub-Saharan Africa. Its findings offer practical insights for clinicians managing glaucoma in similar environments, especially where access to medications is limited. By highlighting key predictors of surgical success and failure, the study can help guide more tailored, effective treatment strategies for vulnerable patient populations.

	

	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.

	The abstract of the article is well-written and provides a clear summary of the study’s aim, design, methodology, key results, and conclusion. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It follows a clear and appropriate study design, a retrospective cohort approach which is suitable for evaluating surgical outcomes over time. The methodology is well-detailed, including patient selection, surgical techniques, outcome measures, and statistical analysis. The results are presented clearly, and the discussion thoughtfully compares findings with existing literature, offering plausible explanations for similarities and differences. Overall, the scientific basis of the study is solid and supports the conclusions drawn.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Yes
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