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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors have presented an excellent review on the managament of renal calculi over 2 cm
diameter and discusses the advantages and disadvantages of individual treatment modalities in
keeping with the European Association of Urology guidelines. The paper does carry an educational
value in terms of updates on the practice of management of renal calculi. There are a few minor
amendments those need to be done before accepting the paper for publication. 1. In the introduction
section, it would be necessary to mention the aim and objectives of the paper. 2. A method section
stating literature search strategy would be appropriate. 3. Addition of a logical conclusion would
impart the paper a better finish rather than an abrupt ending. 4. The Table-1 needs to be references as
the source remains unidentified. 5. The style of the references need attention. The dates of publication
in several references are either in the middle or at the end. The references citing "websites" should
have last accessed date mentioned. In essence, the review does provide useful information to the
practishing clinicians and trainees, hence should be considered for publication once the

recommended amendments are made.
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1.The manuscript should be polished for reading. 2. Hope to see you more and better research.




