

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Newer Frontiers in Urology, Volume III

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_6829.8

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Male Urethral Stricture Disease: Etiology, Evaluation, and Modern Reconstructive Approaches

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter




	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.

	The study is a head up in the surgery field. It sprouts out the pacticability of te procedures involved during surgery. It higlighlights the cause of the stricture hence giving clues of how to deal with it. By clearly linking stricture characteristics to appropriate surgical techniques and expected outcomes, it serves as a valuable educational and practical resource for urologists, trainees, and reconstructive surgeons. This will help in decision making, counselling and long term care of the patients.
	

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

	Yes, the title showcases the content, however I suggest that it should have been “Male Anterior Urethral Stricture Disease: Etiology, Evaluation, and Contemporary Reconstructive Approaches” because I see its majorly on anterior bit of it.
	

	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 and well organized, clearly outlining the background, methods, results, and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and consistent with current urological guidelines and literature. The indications, surgical principles, success rates, and complication profiles are accurately presented and appropriately referenced. The conclusions are well supported by the data discussed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yeah, the references are okay however, those published within 5 to 7 years could be added to strengthen it more.
	

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

	The English is okay and professionall however, some minor adjustment on grammar would be helpful
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	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? 

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

Not really noted
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