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This manuscript is valuable as a follow-up study. However, method  of the study and 

approach are open to discussion. Is the cohen technique a correct approach in unilateral 

VUR? The cohen technique is currently preferred primarily in bilateral VUR. This point 

should be emphasized more broadly in the discussion. Why was Subureteric injection 

not considered in grade II and grade III unilateral VUR? The differences in terms of 

gender should be more clearly stated in the postoperative follow-up period. 

 


