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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 role of preoperative androgen to enhance the size of small penis and improve the quality of its skin and underlying tissues is essential in increasing the success of hypospadias repair and cosmetic result with reduction in complications and reoperation rates
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is long and contain a little bit more the required details. I suggest to remove measured penile parameters and remove the words ‘complications’ and shorten it to for example ‘comparison of injectable to topical androgens in enhancing the penile skin quality in hypospadias’
	

	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.

	Good , but the methods in abstract should include the total number of cases and number in each group of participants and how they are grouped.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The results and conclusions are solid with logic and scientific evidence 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is good , most of them are older than 5 years, 5 of them during last 5 years, one them only during last 3 years. Adding at least 2 studies from last 3 years is preferable
	

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

	Good language , but some spelling and punctuation problems during writing are noticed that should be corrected by language reviewer.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Good cohort study with sufficient follow up, some limitations are mentioned by researchers at the bottom of discussion section like the number of sample and comparison of testosterone level at different time points during the study.
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	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

No
	







Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _Hlk217397140][bookmark: _GoBack]Ahmed Mahmood Hussein, University of Kirkuk- College of Medicine, Iraq
Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (07-07-2024)
