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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
Patient informed consent should be specified (6r, for figlre 3).
The discussion section is long.

References is correct according to author instructions.

Thank you for your review and the comments.
Patints written and informed consent specified.

Minor REVISION comments
The article in general is well written.

Page layout should be reviewed.

Thank you for the appreciation.

Corrected.
In Abstract, Discussion “RSIs”??
In Abstract, Discussion- Surgical sponge is the most common type of retained foreign Corrected.
body (RFB).(8)?7?)
In Presentation of Case "G2P2L1A0 “???? Corrected.
Optional/General comments
Patient informed consent should be specified (6r, for figire 3). Corrected.

The manuscript should be evaluated and edited for the English language.

This paper has potential for publication but | have a few questions. Acceptable after
revisions.

The above mentioned changes are made.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Nil ethical issues, Thank you for the review and comments. All mentioned
changes are made.
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