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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.


	The  study has several strong points:  Clear patient sample size (117 patients), good postoperative follow-up, low complication rate, visual outcome measured with and without correction and statistical evaluation of predictors


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly identifies the main topic (visual outcome of cataract surgery), specifies the setting (tertiary institution), indicates the location (Southeast Nigeria) and states the study design and duration (three-year retrospective analysis).

Suggested TITLE: “Visual outcomes of cataract surgery in a tertiary Hospital in Southeast Nigeria: A Three-year retrospective 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 should report accurate data, avoid abbreviation, include statistical significance when relevant (p-values)


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically relevant. However, some methodological details are insufficiently described, certain results need clearer and more standardized presentation, and the interpretation of findings should be strengthened with appropriate statistical support and better comparison with previous studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All the references should be cited as reference format- Vancouver style- No mores than 6 authors cited in the same reference 
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and understandable English, and the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The methodology section is insufficiently detailed. The manuscript should clearly specify the number of surgeons involved, provide a detailed description of the surgical technique used, and describe the ophthalmological examination performed pre- and postoperatively.

· ‘88.0% having visual acuity better than 6/60 to LP» : The percentage should be concise and accurately reflect the level of visual acuity.
· several visual acuity ranges reported: 6/18 -6/60, ≥6/18, without correction, with correction

But VA should align with WHO cataract surgery outcome standards as mentioned by reference 1

· report outcomes at: Day1, 6 weeks, 2 months: approximatively 6 weeks and 2 months are on the same period

· Statistically significant results are reported, at least the p-values should be mentioned.

· The prevalence of posterior capsular rupture and endophthalmitis in this study should be reported, as these are among the most serious complications of cataract surgery.

· Given that SICS is the predominant surgical technique used, assessing the prevalence of postoperative astigmatism would be of greater interest.

· The classification Mature / Immature / Hypermature cataract is clinically correct, but from a scientific and publication perspective it is considered a basic clinical classification. Standardized grading systems, such as Lens Opacities Classification System III (LOCS III) would provide a more objective and reproducible assessment of cataract severity.
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	You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.
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