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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

In the conclusion the author state: “The majority of 
proximal or distal hypospadia occur in the age 10-14 
years, and the average age of distal hypospadia was 
higher than proximal hypospadia”. The hypospadia is 
indeed a congenital malformation! The patients are 
usually operated at the age of 1-4 years. If the author 
wants to present late reconstruction of hypospadias 
then the number of patients is too small and the 
duration of observation is too short. 
The language needs revision of someone with the 
English language as the native language. 
Support for the conclusion is missing.  
The paper needs through revision. 
More patients should be enrolled 
The results are presented as mean and SD: 45.15 ± 
2.97 vs 38.69 ± 7.33, instead of median and range. 
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