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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.

	This manuscript demonstrates a valuable methodology for fixing a retained fractured Foley catheter.  It can be used as a good review scenario for urology students and residents or emergency practitioners.  It utilizes ultrasound, a common instrument available in most clinical settings.  A retained Foley catheter can create further complications for the patient, if not addressed in a timely manner.
	

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

	 Yes, this article title is suitable and descriptive. The title of suitable length and is not overly wordy 
	

	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.

	 Yes, the abstract covers the salient details of the patient’s case. Since after serious literature review, you have not seen this method of management previously documented. Perhaps you should consider, adding the following:  Our team utilized a novel approach to puncturing and draining the catheter balloon via an ultrasound guided needle.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Manuscript is scientifically, correct, and follows the general format for a case report
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 Suggest you are to be more specific on your search methodology. Ensure that you check pubmed.gov and google scholar etc.
	

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

	 Yes, the English quality is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	 thank you for your efforts in this topic. God bless you.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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