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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Well written rare case of metastasis from RCC in gastric 

mucosa. To make it more interesting, reach the standards 

of the present journal, kindly elaborate the article with 

more information on the previous studies as well 

emphasizing on pathogenesis, clinical , histopath 

variation and treatment modalities. 

 

Kindly discuss the case with review under ‘discussion’ in 

detail. Also, mention the conclusion to the article. All 

these details should be further searched and 

incorporated. Refer to the manuscript and change other 

minute highlighted details also.  

 

According to the reviewer’s suggestions, one of our 
colleagues, he is a senior author, inspected the 
manuscript. Then, the whole of the manuscript was 
revised scientifically based on the suggestions of 
the reviewer. Some parts of the manuscript were 
rewritten carefully by the authors. All of the 
changed parts of the manuscript were highlighted  
in yellow colour in the text. We are grateful to the 
reviewers for their valuable comments that have 
been seriously and comprehensively addressed in 
the revised version of the manuscript. 
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