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The case report presented two synchronous RCCs in one kidney and the patient received
partial nephrectomy successfully. Comments 1. Are the diagnosis of synchronous renal
carcinoma with different histological presentation diagnosed before surgery? Does the
difference make surgical decision (partial or total nephrectomy) different? 2. Any risk
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"In China, the retroperitoneal approach is usually adopted, while the retroperitoneal

route is often chosen in Western countries." Do you really mean that?



