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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.


	Importance of the manuscript
This manuscript presents a rare case of hypertensive retinopathy associated with polycythemia in a young adult without prior comorbidities. The case is clinically relevant because it highlights an uncommon presentation that may contribute to early detection and management of similar cases in clinical practice. Furthermore, it adds value to the limited literature discussing the relationship between hematological abnormalities and retinal vascular changes. However, the scientific contribution would be strengthened with a deeper discussion supported by more comprehensive references.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the content of the manuscript. However, it can be improved for clarity and impact.
	

	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 general overview of the case; however, it lacks specific clinical details and key findings. It is recommended to include:

· Important clinical presentation details

· Diagnostic findings (laboratory and ophthalmologic examination)

· Management approach

· Key conclusion or clinical implication


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound as a case report. However, the discussion section is relatively weak and lacks in-depth explanation of the pathophysiological mechanisms linking polycythemia and hypertensive retinopathy. Strengthening the discussion with current scientific evidence is highly recommended.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are very limited and insufficient to support the scientific discussion. Several references appear outdated, and recent studies are not adequately included.
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires improvement for academic writing quality. Minor grammatical errors and sentence structure issues are present. Professional language editing is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:
Rahmawati, Mandala Waluya University, Indonesia
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


