Congratulationes, it is a very complete review. | would add the possibility of hematuria ex-
vacuo (following rapid bladder decompression) and its management. Thank you, this has been
added into the surgical issues section.

In case of the acute urinary retention, due to BPH or urethral stricture, the first thing is bladder
catheterisation through urethra or placing a suprapubic catheter. Surgical o pharmacological
management of any of the underlying causes of the obstruction could be discussed afterwards.
We have elected to retain the current manuscript structure, with pharmacologic management
grouped in a single section. This discusses pharmacological management of urologic diagnoses
including BPH and stones. Surgical management options are beyond the scope of this article.

The article is within the scope of the journal, and deals with an interesting topic. It is well
written and easy to read. However, some improvements are needed: * A discussion section
should be included where the review carried out is summarized and synthesized, organizing
the different lines of work that are reflected in the reviewed articles. Thank you, we have now
added a penultimate section entitled ‘Discussion and Takeaway Points” which addresses these
suggestions.

* The introduction should be expanded and better contextualize the scope in which the review
is carried out. We have added a section in the introduction explaining that the context of this
article is that there is poorer understanding of medical management of obstructive uropathy
compared with other medical kidney diseases and with urologic surgery.

*It must be explained how the review was carried out, what type of review was carried out,
sources consulted, selection criteria. Thank you. We have added a methods paragraph.
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diagrams and tables sufficient, good quality and appropriately illustrative of the paper contents?
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report; (2) CONSORT 2010 Statement - Clinical Trials study, Prospective study, Randomized



Controlled trial, Randomized Clinical trial; (3) PRISMA 2009 Checklist - Evidence-Based
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any further alterations be made to the manuscript.



