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	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.
	The use of suction in endourological procedures represents a new chapter in the surgical management of stones. The goal of each procedure is the stone free rate and to avoid the length of hospitalization and complications like urosepsis. The miniaturization of the procedure sometimes leads a prolungation in the surgical time and also in a discomfort for the surgeon. The novel introduction of the suction could offer benefits in the procedures 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The use of suction in intra renal procedures: phisiology, technical principles and applications
	

	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.
	Instead of < 2 cm use “up to 2 cm”. 
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Add this review 
Tzelves L, Geraghty R, Juliebø-Jones P, Yuan Y, Kapriniotis K, Castellani D, Gauhar V, Skolarikos A, Somani B. Suction use in ureterorenoscopy: A systematic review and meta-analysis of comparative studies. BJUI Compass. 2024 Jul 8;5(10):895-912. doi: 10.1002/bco2.408. Erratum in: BJUI Compass. 2024 Dec 30;5(12):1324-1329. doi: 10.1002/bco2.482. PMID: 39416755; PMCID: PMC11479806.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	
I suggest you to correct some sentences from a native language speaker for a fluent result.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
	The authors declare as follow “According to international standards or university standards, written ethical approval has been obtained and preserved by the author(s)”
Please elucidate which is your standard form 
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