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	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.

	The manuscript addresses an important public health issue related to corneal blindness and eye donation in India. The study is well structured with clearly defined objectives, appropriate methodology, and relevant discussion. The findings highlight the gap between awareness and actual willingness to pledge eyes, which has significant implications for eye donation programs. However, minor revisions related to data consistency, table labeling, and reduction of redundancy are required to enhance clarity and scientific rigor.
	

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

	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study.
	

	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 concise and adequately summarizes the background, objectives, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, minor refinement may be done to ensure numerical consistency with the results section and to briefly emphasize key procedural knowledge gaps.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are relevant, sufficient, and include recent national and international sources. Minor reduction of duplicate references and consistent formatting is suggested.
	

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

	The language is clear and understandable. Minor grammatical corrections and reduction of repetitive sentences are recommended for improved readability.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript has good public health relevance and practical implications. Addressing minor inconsistencies and improving clarity in tables and figures will enhance the overall quality and acceptability of the manuscript.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	no
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