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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 
 

The article was reasonably well written; nevertheless, the standard of English needs 
to be improved to raise the level of writing up to the level of Good English 
publishable standard of the Journal. I have provided support by making the 
corrections that need to be made in my opinion as well as the writing of the 
references need to be consistent. I have made additions to the references which the 
authors need to reflect upon and incorporate.  Conflict of interest statement should 
be made. Acknowledgements to be made thanking any individual or group that 
supported the authors please. 
The authors should state whether there were residual stones that measured less 
than 2 mm and what happened to them. Were the tiny residual stones that were not 
discussed passed spontaneously or there was no residual stone that measured less 
than 2 mm in the post-operative CT KUB? 
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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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