Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Ophthalmology Research: An International Journal 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_OR_148346

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	PREVALENCE AND FACTORS ASSOCIATED WITH ELEVATED INTRAOCULAR PRESSURE AMONG PATIENTS ATTENDING GENERAL OUTPATIENT CLINIC AT KILIMANJARO CHRISTIAN MEDICAL CENTER HOSPITAL (KCMC) 2024-2025

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript addresses an important public health gap by evaluating the prevalence and determinants of elevated intraocular pressure in a non-ophthalmic clinical setting within a low-resource environment. The findings contribute valuable evidence supporting the need for routine screening in general outpatient clinics, a strategy that could significantly improve early glaucoma detection and reduce preventable blindness. The study also highlights modifiable and high-risk factors, offering relevant information for clinicians and policymakers seeking to develop targeted interventions. Overall, the manuscript adds meaningful scientific value by demonstrating the feasibility and impact of integrating eye-health screening into general medical services.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, Prevalence and Factors Associated with Elevated Intraocular Pressure Among Patients Attending General Outpatient Clinic at Kilimanjaro Christian Medical Center Hospital (KCMC) 2024–2025, is generally clear and informative. It accurately reflects the study population, the main outcome, and the setting. However, it is slightly long and could be made more concise while still conveying the essential scope of the research.
	

	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 comprehensive and provides a clear summary of the study’s aims, methods, key findings, and conclusions. However, it may benefit from slight refinement for clarity and conciseness. Specifically, the methodology section could briefly mention the study design without excessive detail, and the results section may be streamlined by focusing on the most statistically significant associations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The abstract is generally comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the study’s objective, methods, key results, and conclusions. However, a few improvements could strengthen its clarity and impact. I suggest simplifying the methodological details to focus on the study design, sample size, and primary analytic approach. The results section could highlight only the most significant associations to avoid overwhelming the reader with numbers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and include several relevant and recent sources. However, a few additional up-to-date references particularly from the past 5–7 years could strengthen the background and discussion sections, especially regarding global and regional trends in glaucoma prevalence, risk factors, and the importance of early detection in primary care settings.
	

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


	The overall language quality of the article is acceptable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally clear and understandable; however, several sections would benefit from minor grammatical corrections, improved sentence structure, and enhanced clarity. In particular, the introduction and discussion contain a few long or repetitive sentences that could be streamlined for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic and presents relevant findings. The study is well-structured, and the methodology appears sound. However, some sections could be improved for clarity and conciseness. Enhancing the discussion by comparing the results more thoroughly with recent literature could strengthen the manuscript. Overall, with minor revisions in language, structure, and referencing, the article has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the field.
Justification: The manuscript has a clear title and relevant references, but the abstract could be more comprehensive, and minor language revisions are needed. Some sections require clarification. 
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