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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 title would sound better if likes of “urinary outflow obstruction” could be used. Meatal 
stenosis & phimosis are other causes of obstruction too. Ureteropelvic junction or uretero-
vesical obstructions are not causes of bladder outflow obstruction. Reference to the text 
marked in yellow is requested. Please do not confuse between meatal & preputial stenosis. 
The Canadian society recommendation requires reference please. 
 

The title has been changed to NEONATAL URINARY OUTFLOW 
OBSTRUCTION REQUIRING EARLY CIRCUMCISION 
Other corrections had been made in keeping with the reviewer’s 
recommendation 
References added as requested. 

Minor REVISION comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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