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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 attempt is made in the manuscript to determine the incidence of urolithiasis associated with chronic diseases and 
identify risk factors for these patients 
In the case of this manuscript, it is unfortunate that it does not meet the requirement for an original article. This title is 
unclear, and it is not in agreement with the content of the manuscript. There is too much simplicity in the material and 
method. It should not have bullet points and, should be written in a narrative form, like a story. 
Too many bracketed numbers make it difficult to follow the results and discussion.  
There is too much information in the Conclusions, which needs to be simplified. 
The references are few and most are in the Introduction section, that makes the discussion without a substantial 
impact. 
Obviously, the article template isn't the same for every manuscript, such as the spacing between rows or justify. 
In addition, it is recommended that the manuscript be revised in an academic English style. 
In this form, unfortunately, the manuscript cannot be accepted for publication for the reasons mentioned above. Prior 
to publication, they need to be revised extensively. 
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