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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Congratulations on your article. Hypoplastic kidneys are a relatively frequent pathology,

and your retrospective study provides us with interesting information about their

characteristics. I congratulate you for the writing of the work and the careful choice of

images. However I must tell you that the tables could in my opinion be improved. As

you know, the reader should be able to get information from a table without resorting to

text and in a simple way. In this case the format is strange (the first column should

always be the description of the variable, never a numeric result). Each table is not easy

to understand (mainly tables 2,3 and 5). Is table 3 strictly necessary?
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