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	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 highlights the effect of intravitreal Bevacizumab in the contralateral eye of patients with DME with systemic risk factors. Though no significant association have been found between the eyes in terms of CSMT and VA, p-value was significant for factors like prior history of hypertension, elevated creatinine, history of PRP and past use of Bevacizumab. Nonetheless, this interpretation cannot be generalised as it considered the effect of only one dose of Bevacizumab and sample size was small (total 105). Similar study involving large number of subjects and longer follow-up may give more scientifically correct results. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Effect of unilateral intravitreal bevacizumab on contralateral eye and associated factors in patients with diabetic macular edema at Kilimanjaro Christian Medical Centre – a prospective observational study” can be a better alternative 


	

	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.


	1. The first line in the background can be reframed as “Diabetic macular edema being a foremost cause of visual loss in the diabetic population, is typically managed with intra-vitreal anti-VEGF therapy.”

2. Use of brackets in the Results section is improper. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Under what circumstances is laser used in DME? Please specify

2. Remove the author name or use proper punctuations while citing multiple references in Introduction section

3. Why were PDR patients excluded? If so, in whom was PRP done?

4. Which OCT machine was used for testing? 

5. Avoid repetition of hypertension percentage in results section

6. What was the cut-off for hypertension in your study population? Was it same for all age groups?

7. Which VA was taken for calculation of Spearman’s co-efficient? Was it uncorrected or best-corrected VA?

8. In table 7 and 8, the significant p-values for COR and AOR have to be marked with * or alphabetical superscript along with respective description below the table 
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Plenty of grammatical errors, improper use of in-text citations and punctuations in the entire manuscript which have to be corrected 
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