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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
Personally, this article lacks certain innovation on the whole, and the conclusion has 

little significance for clinical practice. In addition, there are two suggestions as follows. 1. 

How does the author rate each study（level of evidence）? This should be specified clearly. 

2. As a professional academic exchange，I think there are too many figures in the article, 

and these data information can be reflected in fewer tables, which is more concise and 

saves space. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
This review article is an interesting bibliometric evaluation of the status of prostatic 

artery embolization for benign prostatic hyperplasia. The rationale, methods, analysis, 

and discussion are well-presented. Minor suggestions are warranted as following: 1) 

Clarification whether the major proportions of citations were for negation versus 

favourability of the procedure. 2) Clarification of the percentages of self and non-self 

citations. 
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