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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.


	This study provides meaningful evidence on strabismus surgery outcomes, especially from an area which is resource limited and is currently underrepresented in the literature. By examining a decade of clinical data from a tertiary hospital in Northern Tanzania, it offers valuable insight into real-world surgical outcomes and their influencing factors. Such data are important for clinicians and policymakers working in similar settings, as they support better surgical planning, patient counseling, and service development. It can play a significant role as the underprivileged area people face challenges in terms of complexity of the disease. Overall, the study strengthens global understanding of strabismus management beyond high-income contexts
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	Title could be refined further like “A Decade of Strabismus Surgery Outcomes at Kilimanjaro Christian Medical Centre, Tanzania”
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	The abstract covers the study aim, methods, key findings, and conclusion quite effectively and gives the reader a clear overview of what was done and what was found. However, minor improvements are suggested. The study design could be stated more explicitly, and a few technical and language inconsistencies should be corrected for clarity
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	The study design, outcome definitions, and statistical analyses are suitable for the research objectives. The use of prevalence ratios through generalized linear models is appropriate, and the interpretation of results is consistent with the data presented. However a model depicting the overall process will be appreciated.
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	The inclusion of a small number of more recent studies or systematic reviews would further strengthen the manuscript as the references already been added are from (2017-2021), its advised to add latest references and improve its alignment with current evidence.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in understandable English but there are occasional grammatical errors and stylistic inconsistencies. Minor language editing would enhance clarity and improve overall readability
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	The manuscript is well organized, with a logical flow from introduction to conclusion. Tables and figures are relevant and informative, though minor formatting adjustments may be beneficial. The discussion appropriately compares the findings with previous studies and acknowledges variations across populations and settings.
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