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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

An interesting topic. Authors should kindly observe the comments made in the text and kindly revise the 
manuscript to make it suitable for publication. 
 

1. The authors should pay attention to grammar 
2. There was non-use of statistical significance. This is important as the study involves a comparison of two 

techniques. 
3. There should be description of the procedures used here (buccal mucosal graft harvest, preputial graft 

harvest, method of securing the grafts to the bed, etc) 
4. Use of tables will be better to express the results of the findings. 
5. The discuss should focus on the differences in outcomes between these two techniques of staged repair of 

proximal hypospadias. This was not elucidated in this study. 
6. The references contained names and abbreviation of names of authors written beginning with small letters. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

. 
Good article on an interesting and challenging childhood urology condition. 
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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
Ethical approval was obtained but there was no mention of informed consent  obtained before 
commencement of the surgeries and for the use of the pictures from the parents or guardians. 
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