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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Renal angiomyolipoma (AML), a benign mesenchymal tumor, constitutes ~1% of surgically treated renal masses, with reported frequencies ranging from 0.3% to 3.0%. While most AMLs are asymptomatic and small, “giant” forms (>10 cm) are rare, and those >20 cm are exceptionally uncommon. AMLs belong to the perivascular epithelioid cell tumor (PEComa) family, characterized by co-expression of melanocytic (HMB-45, Melan-A) and smooth muscle markers

.

The World Health Organization (WHO) classifies AMLs into classical and epithelioid types. Epithelioid angiomyolipoma (EAML), an infrequent but clinically significant variant, harbors malignant potential.
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	It is comprehensive. I prefer it to be written in a compact paragraph without semicolons.
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	Yes, they are sufficient and quite recent. I would have preferred that 50% of the references were from the last five years, but it is not always possible.
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	Optional/General comments


	It is very well-done research. It provides interesting results.
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