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

	Author’s Feedback (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 penile fracture still not uncommon traumatic urologic emergency seen on monthly bases in public hospitals emergency departments. It’s important to discuss the unusual mechanisms and rare presentations of this problem.
	

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

	No, what’s unique for this case report is the mechanism of injury, and the delay in seeking medical advice (3 weeks), not the symptoms and signs, nor the extent of injury. So, it’s better to change the title to “penile fracture, unusual mechanism of injury, a case report”
	

	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.
	It’s well constructed but I suggest removing the DISCUSSION part from the abstract’’, and add OBJECTIVE part to abstract session
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, scientifically acceptable as a case report article
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, half of references from the last 3 years, some of them from the last 10 years. No uniform style of references writing. Some of them are textbook, which is better to be replaced by articles. Some references lacking page numbers, years, editors, of inappropriately written. Better to be written according to journal style. 
	

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

	
Good language but with a lot of spelling and punctuation errors. Authors should recorrect them.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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