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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Why the adrenalectomy for myelolipoma should be lifesaving? In my opinion this is not the correct 

definition. In the discussion should be helpful to define more fully the chain of the surgery. The 

adrenal myelolipoma can not give symptoms of adrenal dysfunction, therefore the surgical indication 

is related to the size of the lesion. Minor revision  
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

At the outset, the authors are requested to rectify certain typographical errors which are present in 

the manuscript.  The authors are requested to incorporate literature data concerning other reported 

cases of bilateral adrenal myelolipoma in respect to investigative and surgical methods. This will be 

helpful in determining the appropriate diagnostic and treatment modalities.   In discussion a note 

on prognosis and associated complications can be mentioned.  In the case report, the authors are 

requested to add follow up data for both the cases (whatever is available)  In case report, What was 

the reason for hospital admission for patient A? (In the manuscript, the diagnosis is mentioned) In 

respect to the investigations in patient A, contradictory statements are mentioned in last paragraph of 

page 3 and second paragraph of page 4. While it is mentioned in page 3 that "two masses were noted 

on both right and left sides"; in page 4 that after surgery the left adrenal gland was free of the mass 

but a hyperechoic mass was located on the right side. Kindly clarify on whether the two lesions were 

simultaneously detected or were they detected at different times?   What were the factors 

considered in deciding which side would be operated first? Was size of the lesion a factor? 
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