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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	 I would like to express my sincere thanks to the author for their valuable contribution in exploring the role of X-Chrome contact lenses in the management of Colour Vision Deficiency (CVD). This review addresses an important and under-discussed area in visual health, particularly in relation to improving the quality of life and occupational opportunities for individuals affected by CVD. Your efforts in compiling the existing evidence and highlighting clinical considerations are greatly appreciated. 

The paper explores a specialized area — X-Chrome lenses for congenital Colour Vision Deficiency (CVD) — which is both clinically relevant and underexplored. However, there are some areas that need to be addressed:
1.There are numerous grammatical and syntactical errors that affect clarity.

2.The article’s structure needs refinement:

•Review Results and Discussion sections are poorly demarcated.

•Conclusion and Clinical Significance overlap significantly.

3.The literature review lacks depth in:

•Search strategy: No inclusion/exclusion flowchart (e.g., PRISMA-style).

•Databases: Only three are mentioned (PubMed, Google Scholar, Web of Science); no indication of how many papers were included/excluded.

•Bias risk: No assessment of study quality or bias.

4.The article does not critically evaluate the strength of evidence.

•No meta-analysis or comparison tables of study findings.

•Conflicting evidence (e.g., on contrast sensitivity) is not deeply discussed.
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•Many references are not critically analyzed.

•Citation density is high in some paragraphs but low in others.
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