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	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 is important because it provides detailed, district-level evidence on how eye-care services function in a conflict-affected setting, an area where data are often scarce. By examining governance, service availability, financing, and equity, the study highlights practical system gaps that directly affect access to care. The focus on disability inclusion and rural–urban inequities adds further relevance for public health and eye-care planning. The findings can inform policymakers, program implementers, and researchers working in similar fragile and resource-constrained settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects accurately the content, scope, and context 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 clear and comprehensive. The authors may consider briefly mentioning the assessment framework used and including one key quantitative result to strengthen clarity. Overall, no major additions or deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The study design, data sources, data tools and analytical approach are well described appropriate for a situational analysis, and the findings are coherently presented and supported by the dataset.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In the results section, the authors write ‘The Northwest Region of Cameroon has an estimated population of 2,564,480, with 68% living in rural areas and 32% in urban or semi-urban settings. The region is predominantly agrarian, with approximately 70% of households reliant on subsistence farming. Administratively, it comprises seven divisions and 21 health districts.’

No reference provided for these figures 
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication for a wide reach.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The recommendations are too many and some do not follow from the scope of the article. Authors are advised to make recommendations only on the basis of their findings and keep in to 5 or 6 important ones.
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No. Ethical clearance waiver was obtained from the CBCHS Institutional Review Board
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