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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The report is precise and extensive.But there are a couple of problems. The main

problem is that Papillary tumors are more likely to be bilateral and multifocal, especially

when accompanying trisomy 7 and/or trisomy 17, which this case had gains in both. So

More extensive evaluations were needed to detect and follow up of the other kidney for

potential tumor development. Moreover some laboratory tests are needed to help with

easily evaluation of potential metastasis including serum alkaline phosphatase,

SGOT/SGPT, urine cytology, chest X ray and so on. Also the report is very telegraphic

and is not fluent.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The main objection that I raised has not been well implemented which is the possibility
of bilateral malignancy. Other revisions are OK. Actually it could have been the climax
of the relevance for the report. I suggest authors add it as a limitation to your study
which compelled a highly intensive workup to investigate this possibility, and close and
intensive follow up of patient after treatment of the primary tumor. A brief literature
review on the matter and providing a table on the existing evidence would be

interesting.



