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Compulsory REVISION comments
Overall opinion - this article is well-written, concise and clear.

-Introduction- What is unique about this case? What does it add to the medical literature?
-Specify the cause of this complication? Ureteral rupture? Rupture of calyces?

And what was the cause? Prolonged operation? High air pressure used? Etc

-Important follow-up diagnostic and other test results.

-Discussion of the strengths and limitations in your approach to this case.

-Conclusion—What are the main “take-away” lessons from this case?

Minor REVISION comments

1) Please provide the keywords based on MeSH terms.
(http://www.nlm.nih.gov/mesh/MBrowser.html)

2) The keywords should be sorted alphabetically.

3) Medical, family, and psychosocial history including relevant genetic information.

Optional/General comments
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