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	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 study is highly relevant for the scientific community. Benign prostatic enlargement (BPE) is a major health concern worldwide, especially in aging populations. Identifying predictors of response to tamsulosin therapy is valuable because it allows clinicians to optimize patient selection, reduce unnecessary drug exposure, and avoid delays in surgical intervention. The findings contribute to evidence-based urology, especially from an African context where resource allocation and patient compliance are critical. The work also adds to the relatively sparse regional data from sub-Saharan Africa
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	The title is clear, specific, and reflects the study content. However, it could be made more concise.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, with background, aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, it could be tightened:

1. Avoid repeating details like drug brand/batch number.

2. Add a brief statement on implications for clinical practice


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound. Methodology is clear, statistical analysis is appropriate (t-tests, regression, ROC). Sample size (n=178) is adequate. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and include both local (Nigeria, Ghana) and international literature. Most are within the past 5–10 years, though a few are older but still relevant. Suggest adding 1–2 very recent systematic reviews/meta-analyses on BPH treatment outcomes for completeness
	

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


	English is clear and scholarly, though there are occasional grammatical issues and overly long sentences in the Discussion. Minor editing for flow and brevity is recommended.
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	· Figures and tables are informative. Ensure high-resolution versions for publication.

· Consider shortening the Discussion, focusing on key findings and avoiding repetition of results.
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