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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The paper is of interest because it clearly describes the relationship between the frequency of urolithiasis according to gender, age and the side of stone appearance.  The authors precisely analyze everything that was significant in the retrospective analysis that could be significant in predicting the way patients’ treatment in the future. In a future, perhaps prospective study, factors that could potentially have an impact on reducing the frequency of urolithiasis in the population could be analyzed.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable. But, It might be better if the title did not mention the name of the institution but the term: “single center experience”.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive. I do not have any additional suggestions. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, the manuscript is correct. I believe that it should be specified in the text that only patients with a normal structure of the urinary tract were analyzed, not those with certain congenital or acquired anomalies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References could be more recent. Only one is current (not older than five years). Also, I think that there should be more references for a text of this size.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is suitable scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is interesting and could make a certain contribution to improving the treatment of urolithiasis in all age groups. I believe it should be accepted for publication with the minimal corrections.
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