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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 
 

 
 
The paper describes the case of a nephritic colic in a pregnant woman. The case is 
interesting. However, in the FOLLOW UP section, it is specified that the patient is 
recommended to increase fluid intake and a low calcium diet. This last recommendation 
should be accompanied by the determination of the excretion and concentration of urinary 
calcium in urine of 24 hours, since if the urinary calcium is normal, a restriction of its intake 
should not be recommended in any case. If this information is available, it should be 
attached. 
 
 

 
Low calcium diet was advised because the biochemical analysis of the 
stone was reported as calcium oxalate. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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