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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 talks the epidemiological and clinical spectrum of childhood strabismus, an ophthalmic disorder with major functional, psychosocial, and public health implications. Also, the study highlights important risk factors such as family history, consanguinity, refractive errors, and amblyopia, which are highly relevant in regions with limited access to early eye care. By providing expressive data from a tertiary center, it helps inform strategies for early screening and management in comparable healthcare settings. The findings can also guide future multicenter research into genetic and neurodevelopmental associations of pediatric strabismus.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is accurate and appropriate. You might also consider, this title:
“Epidemiological and Clinical Characteristics of Childhood Horizontal Strabismus in Tunisia”
	

	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, including aims, methodology, results, and conclusions. Suggested improvements:

· Shorten the results by emphasizing the most significant findings (e.g., prevalence of amblyopia, consanguinity, and refractive errors).

· Highlight the importance of delayed consultation as a key barrier to timely care.

· Consider removing less essential numerical details from the abstract body (these can remain in the results section).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound. The retrospective design is clearly stated, with well-defined inclusion/exclusion criteria. Results are supported by descriptive statistics, and the discussion appropriately references relevant literature. 

However, the results section is somewhat lengthy and could benefit from concise reporting to improve readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent, and relevant. 
Strengths include the use of both local and international literature.
	

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


	The English is generally clear but would benefit from professional language editing to correct grammar, shorten long sentences, and avoid repetition.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths: comprehensive dataset, relevant epidemiological focus, clinically valuable findings.

Weaknesses: lengthy results, minor language issues, references could include more recent works.
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