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	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.


	The manuscript could help to understand the pharmacological choice in the field of OAB.
However it’s not clear the specialitation of the clinicians involved in the study and in which institution they work, for example if they are work for an universitary clinic or a tertiary hospital, etc..
It’s properly indicate the criteria for involving in the study and a comprehensive table with the Questionnaire (MARBLE).
It’s important to indicate the dose of mirabegron (50mg? 100 mg?)
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Indicate the genre and the dose of 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.


	Clarify the dose of mirabegron 
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Please clarify the role of silodosin in the treatment of patients with OAB 
	

	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.
	I think that it’s important indicate the timing of follow up and which kind of test are used in the clinical evaluation for example PVR, IPSS score, prostate volume. If it’s possible creating a different table either for mirabegron or for antimuscarinics. Last but least indicate the genre and the percentage of female and male in the studied group. 
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-
	
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Tiziana Puglisi

	Department, University & Country
	Cannizzaro Hospital, Italy


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


