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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 study focuses on an important public health issue in children’s eye care — how much school-aged children know about and practice eye care related to refractive errors. The results can offer useful baseline information for those involved in planning and improving school eye health programs in Bangladesh, where such initiatives are growing. It highlights the gaps in knowledge that may delay early detection and correction of refractive errors, a major cause of preventable vision problems in children. Overall, this work is valuable for policymakers, teachers, and eye care professionals working to develop better vision screening and eye health education programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the content of the manuscript, but it can be made more concise and standardised.
Suggested alternative title could be: “Knowledge, Attitudes and Practices Regarding Refractive Errors among Schoolchildren in Chittagong Metropolitan Area, Bangladesh.”
	

	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 clearly mentions the purpose and main results of the study, but it needs more detail about how the study was done and what the exact numbers are. The authors should mention the type of study (for example, descriptive cross-sectional), the total number of participants (150), how the data were collected, and key figures such as how many children had refractive errors, how many wore glasses, and their level of awareness. The conclusion in the abstract repeats some points and should be shortened, and the recommendations made more concise. Adding one or two important numerical results would make the abstract clearer and more complete for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The topic is important, and the study design — a descriptive KAP (Knowledge, Attitude, and Practice) survey — suits the objectives. However, the methods section lacks enough detail, especially about how participants were selected, how refractive errors were defined or diagnosed, and how the data were analyzed. Using purposive sampling without explaining the reason may affect how well the results represent the wider population. Analyzing data in Excel is fine for basic descriptive statistics, but the authors should clearly state that no statistical tests were used. Some tables also show errors in percentage calculations. Overall, the study is scientifically sound but needs clearer explanations of the methods and corrections in data presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include several useful background sources but are somewhat outdated. The authors should add recent studies (within the last 5–7 years) addressing refractive error prevalence and KAP among schoolchildren in South Asia.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing. Grammar, punctuation, and sentence structure should be improved for scholarly communication. Some repetition and awkward phrasing in the abstract, results, and conclusion sections should be revised for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study contributes useful local data and has public health importance. The manuscript, however, needs improvement in data presentation, clarification of ethics approval details, and refinement of English language. The authors should ensure consistency in numerical data and reformat the tables for readability.
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