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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 provides a comprehensive, well‑structured, and up‑to‑date overview of male anterior urethral stricture disease. It is highly relevant not only for urologists but also for trainees, pediatric and reconstructive surgeons because it summarizes classical principles along with modern surgical innovations including EPA, BMG urethroplasty, flap repairs, staged reconstruction, and perineal urethrostomy. The manuscript is scientifically sound, evidence‑based, and clinically valuable for improving patient outcomes in reconstructive urology.

	

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

	Yes, the title is quite accurate and reflects the manuscript contents perfectly.
	

	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 well‑organized and covers background, methods, results, and conclusions. However, adding 1–2 lines summarizing key outcome data could further strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically acceptable, supported by contemporary literature, and consistent with accepted reconstructive urology standard methods.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, references are adequate and include both old and recent publications. Optional additions may include the latest EAU and SIU urethral stricture updates.

	

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

	
Yes, the language is palatable, scholarly, and appropriate for academic publication.
	

	      Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is well‑structured and rich in core surgical detail. Diagrams and illustrations significantly improve clarity. No major revisions are needed.
The manuscript is scientifically robust, clinically relevant, well‑written, and contains adequate references and illustrations. Only minor improvements are recommended.

	













	PART  2: 


	
	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 ethical issues are identified. Patient consent and ethical approval statements are included.
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