Odgovor recenzentima/ respond to reviewers’ remarks
Dear Reviewer A, 

In the paper „BENIGN PROSTATIC HYPERPLASIA AND PROSTATE SPECIFIC ANTIGEN“, the authors tried to systematically present the problem using the literature data and autoreferences, according to instructions for writing the Review paper, as mentioned in Vojnosanitetski pregled Instructions. 

However, in this paper the authors presented the new and original diagnostic tool- urinary PSA level, as the potential new marker for BPH. 

Dragi recenzentu B, 

Hvala na Vašim komentarima i sugestijama!

Prihvatili smo sugestiju da citiramo rad koji ste predložili (Roehrborn C, McConnell J. Etiology, pathophysiology, epidemiology and natural history of benign prostatic hyperplasia. In: Walsh P, Retik A, Vaughan E, Wein A, editors. Campbell’s Urology. 8th ed. Philadelphia: Saunders; 2002. pp. 1297–1336).

Slažemo se da je pored prevalence kliničke BHP izuzetno važan i podatak o prevalenciji prave, histološke BHP, pa je ovaj podatak uvršten u revidirani tekst.

