Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Ophthalmology Research: An International Journal 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_OR_153754

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Epidemiology, clinical profile and factors associated with visual outcome among children with closed globe injury in northern Tanzania 2020/2024

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable epidemiological and clinical data on pediatric closed globe injuries from northern Tanzania, a region where published evidence on childhood ocular trauma remains limited. By systematically evaluating clinical patterns, complications, and prognostic indicators, including anatomical zone involvement and Pediatric Ocular Trauma Score (POTS), the study contributes meaningful insight into factors predicting visual outcomes in a resource-limited setting. The identification of modifiable risk factors such as delayed presentation and injury circumstances offers important guidance for targeted prevention strategies, community awareness programs, and early referral systems. Furthermore, these findings enrich global ocular trauma literature by adding data from sub-Saharan Africa, thereby supporting comparative research, evidence-based management protocols, and public health planning aimed at reducing avoidable childhood visual impairment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally appropriate and reflects the core components of the study- epidemiology, clinical profile, and visual outcomes of pediatric closed globe injuries in northern Tanzania. However, it could be refined for clarity, grammatical precision, and conciseness. The phrase “2020/2024” should be replaced with “2020–2024,” and “northern zone of Tanzania” may be simplified to “Northern Tanzania.”
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the study objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions; however, it would benefit from refinement for clarity, structure, and precision. The aim could be stated more concisely, and minor grammatical inconsistencies should be corrected to enhance readability. It is recommended to explicitly state the prevalence of closed globe injury among total ocular trauma cases (33.7%), briefly mention the study design as hospital-based retrospective cohort, and clarify the primary outcome definition (BCVA <6/60 at 3 months). The statistical results should consistently report adjusted odds ratios for significant predictors to avoid confusion between crude and adjusted findings. Additionally, some repetitive wording in the conclusion could be streamlined. Overall, the abstract is informative but would be strengthened by improved clarity, structured presentation, and inclusion of the most clinically impactful adjusted results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally adequate and includes several relevant international studies on pediatric ocular trauma; however, it would benefit from the inclusion of more recent (2023–2025) high-impact publications and broader global epidemiological data to strengthen the manuscript’s scientific depth. While regional and comparative studies are appropriately cited, adding recent systematic reviews or meta-analyses on pediatric ocular trauma, global burden of ocular injury (e.g., GBD-related reports), and updated validation studies on trauma scoring systems (POTS, OTS, TOTS) would enhance contemporary relevance. Additionally, ensuring uniform Vancouver formatting and verifying completeness of citation details is recommended. Overall, the references are acceptable but could be strengthened with a few recent high-quality sources.


	

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


	Yes, the English language of the artricle is suitable for communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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