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1.1 (p1) name(s) of author(s) and their affiliations. Also the name of the corresponding 
author should be indicated along with telephone and fax numbers along with full postal 
address and e-mail address. 

1.2 (p5) no information about consent or ethical approval mentioned in this study 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
2.1 (p2) Author refers to ‘12mm Hg’ when correct unit is ’12 mmHg’ 
2.2 (p2) Figure 1 and (p3) Figure 2 has no caption. Suggest adding informative caption for 

Figure 1a-1b and 2a-2b 
2.3 (p5) Declaration of competing interest by writing sentence: “Author(s) have declared 

that no competing interests exist.” 
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upper pole stones’ rather than ‘had lower calyx stone and, lower pole stones can be 
reached more difficultly compared to middle and upper pole stones’ 
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