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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 study contributes valuable epidemiological insight into an underreported population. The findings highlight the severity, poor visual prognosis, and long-term burden of ballistic eye injuries, reinforcing the importance of prevention and early specialized care. Overall, the study adds regional data that are useful for clinicians, public health planners, and policymakers involved in trauma and military ophthalmology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the content of the manuscript. It clearly indicates the clinical, therapeutic, and epidemiological focus 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 comprehensive and well structured.
Suggestions for improvement: 1) Clarify the study design consistency (prospective vs. retrospective), as different sections of the manuscript mention both. 2) Consider adding a brief statement on the main limitation (small sample size) to enhance transparency. 3) Minor language polishing would further improve clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
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	The references are relevant, sufficient, and include several recent publications (2020–2024). They adequately support the background, discussion, and clinical interpretations.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are occasional grammatical inconsistencies, repetition, and minor syntactic issues.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) The study provides important insight into ballistic eye trauma in a conflict-affected region.

2) Figures and graphs are relevant, but clearer captions and standardized formatting would enhance presentation.

3)  Greater consistency in terminology and study design description (prospective vs. retrospective) is advised.
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	No competing interests are apparent or declared. There is no indication of financial or personal conflicts influencing the study.
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	No obvious plagiarism is suspected. The manuscript appears original, and the content is appropriately cited. No external proofs or web links indicating plagiarism are identified.
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