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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 manuscript looks like focus on preoperative anxiety among ophthalmic surgery patients in a Tanzanian hospital setting, revealing that nearly one in four faces high anxiety levels—mostly tied to surgery fears rather than anesthesia. For clinicians and researcher, it offers fresh insights from an African context where such data is scarce, helping pinpoint factors like younger age and bilateral procedures that drive anxiety. It pushes for better patient counseling strategies, which could improve surgical outcomes and patient experience worldwide.
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	The abstract of the manuscript provides a solid overview of the study's aims, methods, results, and conclusions, covering the 26.4% prevalence of high preoperative anxiety, key factors associated with the manuscript :younger age, information desire, diagnostic indication, and APAIS tool use, which aligns with standard IMRAD structure for medical abstracts. In Sample size & methods section Mentions 220 participants and APAIS but lacks study design details, author should add for better study design title Hospital-based cross-sectional study (Nov 2024-May 2025)."
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	The manuscript follows standard cross-sectional study methodology makes it scientifically correct based on preliminary hospital-based analysis.
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