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	Reviewer’s comment
.

	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.


	During my 25 years of ophthalmic practice, I have encountered many patients with pre-operative anxiety. It has also been my experience that younger patients express more pre-operative anxiety and it becomes necessary to administer pre-operative anxiolytics. In view of the prevalence of this situation, this article serves as a timely resource to further our understanding of this issue, so the scientific community at large can consider solutions to alleviate pre-operative anxiety.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternative title:

Factors Associated With High Pre-Operative Anxiety Among Patients Undergoing Elective Ophthalmic Surgeries

	

	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 of the article is correctly formatted and articulate. The number of patients and duration are appropriate for a study of this scale. The descriptions of statistical tests in the methodology portion can be shortened to an extent, as the bulk of these details is not necessary in the abstract portion of an article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript, to the best of my knowledge, is scientifically sound. A point to mention is that conducting bilateral surgeries on the same day is not a routine practice, as it is always recommended to conduct them on separate days. Something that is not a standard practice for ophthalmologists should not be given as much weight in the article, so perhaps it should be removed from the abstract. Additionally, there is no specified section for addressing the limitations of the study such as it being conducted at a single-site which limits the ability to draw wide-spread conclusions from the results of this study. Addressing such factors prior to publication can increase credibility and show a commitment to meaningfully and honestly contributing to the literature. Exclusion criteria for the study were not properly elaborated upon. Further details for both inclusion and exclusion should be added.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References seem sufficient, no additional suggestions.
	

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


	Language quality of the article is clear and understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Studies like this can easily be performed in multiple centres and a larger number of patients could have been included which can perhaps be included in the limitations section of this article.
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