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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 article provides substantial contribution in the field of ophthalmisc science and clinical optometry community by highligting key points into the course of non-strabismic binocular vision anomalies within young adults with myopia and hypermetropia. It showcases clinical interactions between refractive errors and binocular vision dysfunctions, like the predominance of convergence insufficiency in myopes and convergence excess in hypermetropes. The paper values the requirement for clinical binocular vision evaluation in refractive error individuals to ensure early diagnosis and targeted management. 
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	The abstract is primarily comprehensive and covers the key regions: objectives, methodology, results, and conclusion. Though, it can clinically enhance with more clarity, relevance, and transition of different concepts for better convergence of the standards of the  scientific abstract.
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