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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

WHAT ARE THE MEASURES YOU RECOMMEND TO PREVENT THIS COMPLICATION
WHAT DO YOU THINK THE CAUSE IN YOUR CASE

As already discussed, the problem is mostly due to high pressure irrigation
during mPCNL in undilated PCS where where placement of amplatz is difficult
and is aggravated by blocked ureteric catheter and Foleys. Optimum irrigation
which is just enough for vision should be used and irrigation can be increased
once amplatz is placed nicely in the PCS. As this is a rare but fatal problem,
one should be vigilant to detect it earlier as possible.

Minor REVISION comments

IF THE PUCTURE WAS DIFFICULT WHY THE AUTHORS DID NOT CONVERT TO
CONVENTIONAL PCNL

As the pelvicalyceal system is not dilated and the whole calyx is occupied by
stone, we opted for mPCNL.
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