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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	Percutaneous nephrolithotomy is now the standard pro-cedure for the treatment of large kidney stones Prone and supine positions have their pros and cons Thus a discussion of the two ulternatives in a comperative fashion is always appreciated
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is suitable
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	Because current publication is a review article it could be a continuous text Aim could be removed on behalf of a more extensive text For instance role of spinal anaesthesia, reduce cardiovascular stress, hesitations linked to the perceived risk of colonic injury, better accessibility in morbit obesity Indication in patients with spine pathologies like ankylosing spondylitis
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Authors should avoid to repeat themselves Numerical values from various metaanalyses might help to better support supine and prone technique comparison Sone free rate, duration the procedure and hospitalization, overall complication rate, as well as transfusion need, chance of urinary leakage, pleural effusions and infection rate should be presented. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Minor changes are needed
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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