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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.

	The study addresses an important gap in data on endophthalmitis outcomes in a low resource East African setting. It provides useful epidemiological information and offers insight into predictors of evisceration which are poorly reported in this region. The findings can guide clinical triage and may inform public health strategies aimed at reducing ocular morbidity. The work contributes meaningfully to global understanding of severe endophthalmitis progression and risk factors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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 clear but would benefit from more explicit mention of study design limitations and the absence of endogenous cases which affects generalisability. Consider clarifying the meaning of the adjusted prevalence ratio values which are currently written with percentage symbols.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound with a clear methodology and appropriate use of modified Poisson regression. However the exclusion of clinically suspected but non classical cases may underestimate true prevalence. The statistical presentation could be improved particularly with consistent reporting of confidence intervals.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and mostly recent. A few citations appear unclear with unusual date ranges such as 2024 to 2025. Consider adding more East African epidemiological sources if available.
	

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

	The language is understandable but would benefit from careful editing for clarity grammar and consistency. Occasional typos and formatting issues are present.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Figures should be improved for clarity. Flow chart formatting is inconsistent. The discussion is lengthy and could be more focused. A limitations paragraph should be added.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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