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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 article presents a hospital-based retrospective analysis of kidney stone incidence and occurrence patterns over a three-year period. This type of epidemiological data is valuable for understanding the regional disease burden especially in resource-limited settings. The findings may assist clinicians and public health professionals for planning the preventive strategies and improving the patient health care management accordingly with the demographical trends. The study can be useful for future prospective studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of this article is very apt and particular reflects the content. 
	

	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 informative and covers the background, objective, methodology, and key findings. However, clarity can be improved by briefly mentioning the study protocol and key outcome measures. The article conclusion may be improved by emphasizing the clinical relevance of the results and their potential public health significance
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology mentioned in this study is appropriate for a retrospective study; however, clarification of eligibility criteria, statistical methods, and study limitations is recommended to a wider understanding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references quoted in this study are relevant to the prescribed topic and adequately support the study. A few more references of last 3-4 years can be added to support the study.     
	

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


	Although manuscript is overall clear, but minor grammatical and typographical errors are present. Professional language editing is recommended to improve clarity and consistency, particularly in the Results and Discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The Discussion section in this article can be strengthened by comparing the findings with similar regional studies.

· The Conclusion should be highlighted by giving practical implications and possible future research trends.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical issues are identified. However, the authors should mention ethical committee approval from the patient or consent form as this is a retrospective hospital-based study.
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