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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 addresses an important topic in pediatric ophthalmology—surgical management of childhood strabismus. The study provides real-world evidence from a single-surgeon cohort, offering insight into the comparative effectiveness of various surgical techniques, including posterior myopexy and botulinum toxin injections. The results highlight not only the motor and cosmetic outcomes but also the psychosocial impact of surgery, which is highly relevant to patient-centered care. Importantly, the findings underscore the need for early diagnosis and timely intervention, which could help guide clinical practice and public health strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is clear and appropriate. However, you might consider a slightly more specific title: “Surgical Management of Pediatric Horizontal Strabismus: Techniques, Outcomes, and Indications in a Retrospective Cohort”.
	

	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 aims, methods, results, and conclusions. Moreover, it could be improved by:

· Providing clearer numerical data on sensory outcomes in the results section….

· Clarifying the psychosocial outcomes more concisely…..

· Removing redundancy between immediate and long-term outcomes, focusing instead on the key findings……
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with detailed methodology, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and statistical analysis. The results are presented systematically, and the discussion is well-supported by relevant literature. The conclusions are consistent with the data, although some parts of the discussion could be shortened for clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· A few citations are incomplete (e.g., Al-Wadaani 2007; Bérard 1993). These should be corrected.

· Some very recent literature (post-2022) on pediatric strabismus surgery could be added to strengthen novelty.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but there are occasional grammatical errors, long sentences, and redundancies.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths: detailed methodology, clinically relevant findings, and strong discussion.

Weaknesses: minor language issues, some incomplete references, and slightly lengthy discussion.
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