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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This retrospective study compares retroperitoneal and transperitoneal approaches of
laparoscopic pyelolithotomy in horse shoe kidney. According to this study, there is no
difference in two approaches other than mean post-operative fasting time. I want to
know whether authors encountered any intra-renal pelvis and if yes, what were the
problems faced andhow did they manage? What was the size of double ] ureteral stent

used?



