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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

1. The manuscript addresses a critical healthcare gap in isolated riverine communities in the
Amazon, specifically focusing on ophthalmology. This is highly significant due to the unique
geographical, cultural, and social challenges these populations face. The study's emphasis
on educational technologies is timely and relevant, offering potential solutions for improved
health outcomes in these underserved areas.

2. The title is appropriate and clearly conveys the study's focus. However, a more specific title
could enhance clarity. Suggested title: "Educational Technologies in Ophthalmology for
Amazon Riverine Communities: An Integrative Literature Review."

3. The abstract is generally comprehensive but could benefit from a clearer summary of the
main findings and their implications. Additionally, the lack of a specific descriptor for riverine
populations is crucial and should be highlighted more prominently.

4. The structure and subsections of the manuscript are appropriate. The use of categories to
organize the findings is effective. However, the introduction section could be more concise.

5. The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with appropriate methodologies and a
thorough literature review. However, the discussion could be strengthened by comparing
the findings with existing studies in similar contexts.

6. The references are generally sufficient and recent. However, additional recent studies on
the use of educational technologies in rural health could be included.

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

1. The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, though there are minor
grammatical errors and awkward phrasings that should be corrected for clarity.

Optional/General comments

e The manuscript is well-organized and addresses a relevant topic. Further exploration of
potential technological solutions specific to the riverine context would add value.

The manuscript merits minor revision to address the suggested improvements for clarity,
comprehensiveness, and comparison with existing literature.
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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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