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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 paper studies how well different AI models can answer real medical exam questions in ophthalmology. It helps both AI developers and teachers understand how AI performs in serious exams. It can guide how AI is used in education and training. This is useful for science, education, and healthcare.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly shows what the paper is about.


	

	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 good and explains the main points well. A small suggestion is to add how the study may help teachers or policymakers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically correct and follows proper research methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent and cover the topic well. No need to add more.
	

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


	Yes, the English is clear and good. Just a light proofreading can make it even better.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is important and new. Adding a short note on the study’s limits like no image-based questions—will make it stronger. Overall, it is a good and timely paper.

Reason: The manuscript is well-written, relevant, and scientifically valid. A few minor improvements—such as expanding the abstract slightly and clarifying limitations—will strengthen the overall presentation.
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