
 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Journal of Advances in Medicine and Medical Research  
Manuscript Number: Ms_JAMMR_90649 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Flexible Ureteroscopic Laser Lithotripsy versus Extracorporeal Shock Wave Lithotripsy in management of upper ureteral calculi up to 2 cm 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journaljammr.com/index.php/JAMMR/editorial-policy ) 
 
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 
 

 
 Remove up to 2 cm from the title and mention it in the inclusion criteria. 
 In abstract: mention study design and place and duration of the study in the Methodology section in the 

abstract.  
 Prefer to not mention abbreviation in the abstract  
 You mentioned some words in the abstract and wrote its abbreviation (      )  and repeat the same words with 

its abbreviation again in the introduction as extracorporeal shock wave lithotripsy (ESWL). 
 Describe the study tools (Outcome measures) in details and provide more explanation about the Clavien-

Dindo Classification of Surgical Complications and mention the reference  
 Mention the statistical tests as a paragraph not 1, 2, 3  
 Do not begin the sentence with abbreviation. 
 Updating references. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Editing 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good topic 

 

 
 
PART  2:  
 
 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
Yes 
After getting institutional review board approval (IRB number: 32662/10/18), the 
study has been conducted in a single tertiary center at Tanta Urology Department, 
Tanta University in Tanta, Egypt between October 2018 to October 2021. 

 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Rasha Ali Ahmed Abdelmowla 
Department, University & Country Assiut University, Egypt 
 


