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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 publication offers important proof of the durability and effectiveness of posterior myopexy (Fadenoperation) in treating esotropia with distance-near incomitance. By examining results during short, medium, and long-term follow-up, it highlights the high success rates at the outset as well as the progressive loss of impact over time. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally appropriate as it captures the primary goal of the research, which is to assess the effectiveness of posterior myopexy  with conventional surgery for this particular kind of esotropia.
	

	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 and well-structured, covering aims, design, setting, methodology, results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper covers posterior myopexy in conjunction with traditional surgery, gives quantitative data, and properly explains surgical approaches. The findings are consistent with current scientific data, with small sample size and the short follow-up period.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are primarily justifiable. But the reference list may be enhanced with more recent research to reflect current practices, since many of the referenced papers are from the 1970s to 1990s and only a handful are from the 2000s.
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	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Sankhajyoti Saha, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)



