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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is highly important for the urological community as it addresses the historical lack of a standardized classification for urethral strictures by reviewing the major formal scoring systems. It clearly outlines the utility of the U-score, LSE classification, and PU-score in standardizing the communication of structural complexity. By providing objective criteria for factors like length, location, and aetiology, these systems help clinicians stratify disease severity and guide critical management decisions, such as selecting between a one-stage and a multi-stage reconstruction. Furthermore, the review facilitates meaningful comparisons of outcomes across different studies, thereby supporting evidence-based management.	
	

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

	
	

	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 is comprehensive, identifying the challenge, stating the aim, and summarizing the three principal scoring systems (U-score, LSE classification, PU-score). Suggestion: To enhance clarity, the abstract could more explicitly state the anatomical distinction by noting that the U-score and LSE classification apply to anterior strictures, while the PU-score applies to posterior strictures
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It accurately describes the components of the U-score (based on length, number, location, and aetiology), the LSE classification (Length, Segment, Etiology), and the PU-score (length, location, etiology, fistula, false passage). The manuscript correctly correlates higher scores with greater surgical complexity and increased risk of recurrence
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references appear sufficient and include seminal validation studies for the U-score, LSE classification, and PU-score. The inclusion of the recent LSE Staging System proposal (2023) and the planned 2025 EAU guidelines demonstrates recency.
	

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

	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments

	
The inclusion of the LSE Staging System, which explicitly classifies lichen sclerosus strictures as high-stage (4B or 5), provides excellent clinical depth regarding the high risk associated with inflammatory strictures. Tables 3 and 4 are highly effective in summarizing and comparing the variables and point allocations across the three distinct systems
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No
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