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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 study addresses an important diagnostic dilemma in differentiating benign prostatic hyperplasia (BPH) from prostate cancer (CAP) using serum biomarkers in a Nigerian clinical setting. It contributes relevant data from a sub-Saharan population, where regional variations in disease presentation and biomarker interpretation may differ from Western data. The findings reinforce PSA’s clinical utility while clarifying the limited discriminative value of total testosterone, adding practical insights for clinicians and laboratory medicine in similar environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is concise, informative, and accurately reflects the study objectives and content. No modification needed.
	

	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-written and summarizes the study effectively. However, it can be slightly improved by reducing repetition (e.g., "mean PSA and testosterone levels") and including a brief mention of the sample size and main statistical test used.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study design, analytical methods, and interpretation of results are scientifically sound. The use of Welch’s t-test for unequal variances is appropriate. However, reporting of confidence intervals and effect sizes would improve statistical robustness. The discussion could benefit from tighter linkage between findings and existing African literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant and recent, including publications up to 2025. Ensure uniform citation formatting and completeness of DOI links. The inclusion of more region-specific or population-based studies on PSA/testosterone relationships in Africa could enhance the manuscript’s contextual strength.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, coherent, and appropriate for a scientific journal. Minor typographical and formatting edits (spacing and capitalization) are recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is clinically valuable and methodologically solid. The introduction could be condensed by focusing more on the rationale and less on general background. The discussion section should better integrate local epidemiological findings. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates good technical quality and relevance for oncology and urology audiences.
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