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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

I have two minor revisions: 1. The fusion anomalies of the kidney are not anomalies of
the descent but anomalies of the kidney ASCENT

=> Thanks for your sharp remark. I changed the term in the ‘abstract’ and
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‘introduction’. The modified revisions are highlighted in the manuscript.

2.The figures must be connected with the text.

=> [ have noticed the problem, and detailed description was added in ‘figure 2’.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is an interesting case report. I have a few concerns before consideration of
publication. 1. It is unclear % of uptake in the DMSA renal scintigram in this patient.

Whether the grade of uptake in the DMSA decreased? This issue should be clarified.
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=> Thanks for your sincere review. The approximate degree of DMSA uptake was
sufficient when compared with other normal kidneys. At initial diagnosis, the exact
numerical value (%) was indeterminable. We added further description in the

‘imaging examinations’. The modified revisions are highlighted in the manuscript.

2. In general, long-term outcome of renal function in patients with fused renal ectopia
remains uncertain. This issue should be added.

=> We agree with your opinion, and there are few papers dealing with the long-term
outcome of fused renal ectopia. Our paper provides the 6 year outcome after surgery,
and it may be helpful to pediatric urologists. Due to lots of details, it was commented

shortly in the ‘discussion’.

3. How about renal function in this patient at the latest observation point?
=> Recently, the patient visited our center 6 years after operation. Serum creatinine
level and US were examined and the results were descripted in the ‘outcome and

follow up’. The modified revisions are highlighted in the manuscript.

4. The volume of discussion section should be reduced concisely.
=> After re-inspection, we dropped some unnecessary part of ‘discussion’. Most of

them were duplicate descriptions.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Comments of this reviewer are: - “CONCLUSION Early diagnosis and immediate

surgical treatment are necessary to prevent urosepsis and preserve renal function.”

Please change the conclusion in the abstract as it is misleading (immediate surgical
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treatment is not necessary in all cases of crossed fused renal ectopia) - Discussion:

Mention how this case report adds in the existing literature

=> Thanks for your sharp remark. We modified the conclusion in the ‘abstract’, not to

misunderstand our intention. We also added exceptional points when compared with

previous papers in the ‘discussion’. The modified revisions are highlighted in the

manuscript.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This case report is clinically useful.

=> Thanks for your encouragement. We made our best efforts to write this paper.
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