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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important because it highlights real-world clinician perspectives on managing overactive bladder (OAB), especially in Indian settings, which adds valuable localized insight into treatment practices. The focus on mirabegron as a preferred treatment option is significant due to its demonstrated effectiveness and reduced side effects compared to traditional antimuscarinics like solifenacin. The study can influence treatment guidelines by presenting evidence on symptom control and quality of life improvements for patients with OAB.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 This title is good but it needs refinement for better understanding and suitability.

“Clinician Perspectives on Overactive Bladder Management: A Focus on Mirabegron Prescribing Practices in India”


This title more explicitly reflects the content and study's focus on mirabegron.


	

	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, but a few points could be added for better clarity. I suggest including a mention of the study's limitations or a brief summary of the patient demographics to give a more complete picture. Additionally, adding a sentence about how the results may influence future treatment guidelines or clinical practices would enhance the abstract's impact.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The subsections and structure of the manuscript appear appropriate. The flow from methodology to results and conclusions is logical and easy to follow. Each section complements the next, making the manuscript well-organized and accessible.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound because it is based on a well-executed cross-sectional survey of clinicians specializing in OAB. The use of descriptive statistics provides an accurate portrayal of the data, and the conclusions are directly supported by the survey findings. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	While the manuscript seems well-referenced, it would be beneficial to ensure that the most recent studies and clinical guidelines on OAB treatment are included, especially any newer research on mirabegron and its long-term use in OAB management.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Yes, it is suitable for scholarly communication and English used in this article is very comprehensive

	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this study is very good and will add value to the treatment protocols of OAB, this study's focus on the practical application of mirabegron in the clinical setting, along with comparisons to solifenacin, makes it a valuable contribution to clinical practice in managing OAB.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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