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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

A case of some interest. It points out the importance of clinical evaluation of all 
cases undergoing surgery.  
 
The authors state that: 
34 Male Circumcision is one of the oldest and one of the most commonly performed 
surgical 
35 procedures in practice today. It is commonly practiced and will continue to occur 
for 
36 religious, cultural and medical reasons.1- 
They are wrong on the highlighted point. Circumcision is not widely practiced in 
Northern Europe. Besides the United Nations Convention on Children’s Right state 
that children should not undergo unnecessary operative interventions. Circumcision 
is often unnecessary, 
 
The paper is rather fluently written. It needs some linguistic revision. 
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