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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the factors influencing visual outcomes in patients with open globe injuries (OGI) in a tertiary hospital in northern Tanzania. Given the high prevalence of ocular trauma in low-resource settings, this study highlights critical determinants of poor visual prognosis, such as delayed surgical intervention, injury size, and anterior chamber involvement. The findings underscore the need for early presentation and improved surgical management to enhance outcomes. Additionally, the study contributes to the limited data on OGI in sub-Saharan Africa, offering region-specific evidence that can guide clinical practice and public health interventions to reduce preventable blindness.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Factors Affecting Vision Outcome Among Patients with Open Globe Injury: A 5-year retrospective review of patients treated in a tertiary hospital, northern Tanzania", is appropriate as it clearly reflects the study’s focus. However, for greater precision, a slight modification could be:

"Determinants of Visual Outcomes in Open Globe Injuries: A 5-Year Retrospective Study from a Tertiary Hospital in Northern Tanzania"
	

	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 is comprehensive, covering objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions. However, the following improvements could be made:

Objective: Clarify whether the study also examines sociodemographic factors (e.g., rural vs. urban residence).

Results: Briefly mention the male predominance (70.1%) and rural residence (80.4%) as key demographic findings.

Conclusion: Emphasize the public health implications, such as the need for eye protection awareness in high-risk occupations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology, statistical analysis, and logical conclusions. However, the following should be addressed:

Inclusion Criteria: Clarify why patients aged <3 years were excluded (ethical concerns or data limitations?).

Visual Acuity Classification: Justify the use of VA ≥6/60 as "good" outcome, referencing WHO or similar guidelines.

Missing Data Handling: Explain how missing data (e.g., excluded cases) may have influenced results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but could be expanded:

Geographical Comparisons: Add studies from other African regions (e.g., Nigeria, Kenya) for context.

Recent Guidelines: Include the 2023 AAO guidelines on ocular trauma management.

Prognostic Models: Cite studies validating the Ocular Trauma Score (OTS) in low-resource settings.
	

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


	The English is suitable for scholarly communication, but minor grammatical refinements are needed
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths:

· Robust sample size (184 patients).

· Clear statistical analysis (modified Poisson regression).

· Focus on a neglected region (sub-Saharan Africa).

Limitations:

· Retrospective design risks selection bias.

· Lack of long-term follow-up (>3 months).

· No cost-effectiveness analysis of interventions.

Recommendations:

· Discuss preventive strategies (e.g., occupational eye safety programs).

· Propose future research on telemedicine for early referral in rural areas.
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