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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 study offers valuable insights for clinicians and policymakers aiming to improve visual outcomes in children undergoing cataract surgery in similar resource-limited contexts. Its conclusions support evidence-based recommendations that can be integrated into training programs and clinical protocols across the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Incidence and Factors Associated with Visual Axis Opacification Following Pediatric Cataract Surgery at KCMC from 2013 to 2023" is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the study’s objectives and setting.
	

	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 generally well-structured and includes background, objective, methods, key results, and conclusion. However, it could be improved by:

· Clarifying the follow-up duration (e.g., “with a median follow-up of 1 year”).

· Specifying that the surgical technique “LWO+IOL” refers to lens washout without posterior capsulotomy or anterior vitrectomy (as this is critical to interpreting the risk).

· Including a brief note on visual outcomes to align with the conclusion’s emphasis on visual rehabilitation.

Suggested addition: “Postoperatively, 69.4% of eyes achieved no visual impairment, highlighting the overall success of surgical intervention when VAO is prevented.”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the methodology is appropriate for a retrospective cohort study, and the statistical analyses (Kaplan-Meier survival curves, Poisson regression) are correctly applied. The identified risk factors are consistent with existing literature (e.g., young age, lack of PPC/AV, inflammation). However, the term “incidence rate of 0.251 per year” on page 2 appears inconsistent with the later statement “25.1% per year” on page 9—this discrepancy should be clarified (likely a decimal error; 0.251 events/eye-year = 25.1% annual rate). Also, the use of Poisson regression for time-to-event data is unconventional; Cox proportional hazards modeling would typically be preferred for survival analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and include key global and regional studies.
	

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


	The English is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication, A professional language edit is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript makes a valuable contribution to global pediatric ophthalmology and is suitable for publication after minor revisions
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