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would threaten the patient’s health. 61% of all cases of RCC being detected incidentally 

on CT scans performed for another indication. However, the overall death rate from 

RCC has changed little, despite a marked increase in early detection. Practitioners in all 

medical disciplines recognize the high frequency of incidentally detected findings, that is, 

findings that do not have associated clinical symptoms. The economic burden of these 

findings has been sparsely studied in the published literature to date. Therefore I 

suggest to give more consideration to the ACR Incidental Findings Committee 

recommendation. I miss in this article also clear practiacal recommendation how to 

report this incidentalomas and how to follow up these findings. 
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was conducted? - provide the 95% confidence intervals for all %. - since this is not a 

population study use frequency instead of incidence. - the conclusions must be 

supported by the reported results.  Introduction: - what "reduce cost" mean? and the 

cost is reduce compared to what?  Materials and methods: - Provide the number and 

the date of the ethics approval. - Include in this section just the inclusion and exclusion 

criteria. Do not include in this section any information regarding the number of 

investigated cases. - Where the study was conducted? - describe the statistical analysis 

performed in this study.  Results: - all %s must associate the 95% confidence intervals 

whenever the sample size is higher than 30 to allow a proper interpretation. Opposite, 

report the number of cases to n.  Discussion: - "Incidental findings discovered on CT are 

defined as an unforeseen pathology encountered in a patient being scanned for another 

indication [11]. In the case of CT angiography, EVIFs are becoming ever more frequently 

encountered in daily clinical practice, especially with the exponential proliferation of CT 

imaging and the gradual phasing out of DSA as a first-line modality for peripheral 

arterial disease and acute emergent arterial imaging ." belongs to Introduction. - "In 13 

(8.4%) patients, the EVIF were identified as requiring immediate follow-up with further 

diagnostic tests. " this is a result. - Start this section by discussing your results with 

reference to your tables. - "In our study, follow-up data was available in 5/13 (38.5%) of 

Category A EVIFs" this is a result. Do not include any ney results in this section. - 

Discuss the clinical utility of your findings.  Conclusions: - Do not repeat here the 

results. - You can talk about a population of the sample size of 79 just for rare diseases. - 

The conclusions must be supported by your results.  Tables: - Do not include % for a 

sample size of 13 (Table 1 and 3). 
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