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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 manuscript is unique, uncommon and related to the Eye  care, Surgical management.

It contributing the scientific evidence, review data and support additional knowledge.

It serve as teaching tools for professional (To share experiences, promoting collaboration and learning.)

It serve as outcome of treatment (surgical) and Eye health for health care professionals and foster critical thinking.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable title, as per data and information provided by the author in the manuscript.
	

	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, abstract of the article is comprehensive and in proper format.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically correct because they follow the basic criteria of the manuscript. 

This manuscript is scientifically good because of common to find and technically sound ( provided the data of particular manuscript).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient (as per minimum criteria of publication of any review) and the references are not very old.
	

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


	Yes, the English language used in this review is simple and good enough to understand the matter.
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	This manuscript/ review have sufficient information to justify the topic.

Few minor error present (presentation of result not proper-updated).

Discussion should be more elaborative with proper references.

It should be contains more and good graphs and charts.

Good as per information has given by author.
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