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

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

It needs to be revised by a naive English speaker.  
 
Line 50 : ecosprin  “ Generic name is to be used rather 
than brand name” 
 
Line 69 “fought for his best  with artificial ventilation”; 
Line 71 “he baby expired  after 4 days of delivery.” The 
language is rather informal considering as an academical 
manuscript. It needs to be revised in this sense. 
 
The case presentation includes many unnecessary 
explanations. It needs to be shortened. 
 
The title and the manuscript is irrelevant. The case is not 
a case of hydronephrosis due to Placenta Percreta, it 
seems rather to be iatrogenic after first operation.  
 
Ethical issues: Yes. There is no statement in the 
manuscript declaring an obtained informed consent 
from the patient. 

Revised by a native English speaker. 
 
Generic name was used. Please see line 
10 from above, page 4. 
 
Corrected. Please see last para of page 4.  
 
 
 
 
Unnecessary explanations were removed. 
 
 
The title was changed accordingly.  
 
 
 
Ethical issue was mentioned in page 8. 
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