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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 provides crucial regional data on the clinical profile of acute optic neuritis in Bangladesh, a population under presented in the global literature. The findings highlight significant differences from western cohorts, such as male predominance, higher prevalence of papillitis over retrobulbar neuritis, and lower incidence of ocular pain. These findings are vital for global scientific community as they underscore the substantial geographic and demographic variation in ON presentations, challenging the existing diagnostic paradigms largely based on western studies. The study also serves as a essential references for clinician and researchers. 
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	Yes the title is suitable and effective.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well structured. However, need minor changes such as;

· Add demographic findings to the result section, as the result section currently jumps straight to symptoms and clinical finding.
· Clarify the reduced color vision finding

· Add key limitation to the conclusion presented in the full paper
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	Based on thorough review of the manuscript, yes the manuscript is scientifically correct.
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	Yes, the references sufficient and recent.
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	Yes, the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications. However, remove the repetition and proper usage of articles “the, a”.
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