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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 critical insights into myopia progression among pediatric populations in Tanzania, a region with limited existing data on this growing public health concern. The study identifies key modifiable risk factors (e.g., near work, screen proximity, family history) and highlights the need for early intervention strategies in low-resource settings. Given the global rise in pediatric myopia, these findings contribute valuable epidemiological data that can inform clinical guidelines and preventive measures in similar African contexts. Additionally, the study underscores the necessity of tailored public health interventions, such as parental education and school-based screening programs, to mitigate myopia progression.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the study's focus. However, for greater specificity, a slight revision could be:
"Progression of Myopia and Associated Risk Factors Among Pediatric Patients at a Tertiary Hospital in Northern Tanzania: A Cross-Sectional Study."
	

	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 well-structured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is robust, employing objective refraction and multivariable regression to control for confounders. The definition of myopia progression (spherical equivalent change) aligns with standard practices. However, the discussion could better address why some factors (e.g., outdoor time) lost significance in adjusted models.
	

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

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


	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication, with minor grammatical refinements needed (e.g., "face to face" → "face-to-face").
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths: Strong study design, clinically relevant findings, and a focus on an understudied population.
Limitations: Generalizability may be limited due to the hospital-based sample. A future multicenter study could enhance external validity.
Recommendation: Consider discussing potential interventions (e.g., school-based screen-time policies) in greater depth.
Minor revision is required.
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