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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 authors did good job but need to clarified some points  
Authors not mention calyx puncture upper or mid or lower and their effect of 
results 
 
How authors assessed stone free rate either used US or KUB CT scan which 
may affect the result of stone free rate  
 
Authors not mention how chose their patient for group A or B 
 
Are all surgery done by single surgeon as we knew the experience and 
preference of surgeon play a role in chose which procedure done  
 
 
The discussion long  
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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) 
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