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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 addresses a highly relevant clinical question in pediatric ophthalmology—evaluating the visual improvement in amblyopic children after refractive correction and patching therapy. Amblyopia remains a leading cause of preventable vision loss in children worldwide, and understanding treatment outcomes in different age groups and compliance levels can directly influence clinical practice and parental counseling. The findings reinforce the importance of early intervention, structured patching, and parental engagement, making the study particularly valuable for clinicians, vision therapists, and public health professionals aiming to improve pediatric visual outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is descriptive but overly long. A more concise and focused alternative could be:

“Visual Improvement in Amblyopic Children Following Refractive Correction and Patching Therapy: A Prospective Interventional 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 generally clear and outlines the background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However:

The methods section could briefly mention the study design (prospective interventional) and sample size to give more context.

Results could include specific numerical data for both groups in the abstract for clarity.

The conclusion could be strengthened by linking directly to clinical implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, and the findings are supported by the data presented. However, there is a mismatch in some reported figures (e.g., gender distribution) that should be corrected for consistency. Additionally, the study is described as both “prospective interventional” and “retrospective observational” in different sections—this inconsistency should be clarified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References include both classic sources and some recent literature, but there is limited inclusion of recent high-impact studies (past 5 years) on amblyopia treatment, particularly large-scale trials or meta-analyses. Adding recent work from peer-reviewed journals (e.g., Ophthalmology, American Journal of Ophthalmology) would strengthen the scientific basis.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable for scholarly communication, but some sentences are lengthy and contain grammatical errors. Minor editing for grammar, sentence structure, and conciseness would improve readability. Additionally, terms like “movement” (instead of “improvement”) and inconsistent tense usage should be corrected.
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