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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.


	The article describes the outcomes of radical nephrectomy with inferior vena cava thrombectomy in patients of renal cell carcinoma with level II inferior vena cava thrombus of 6 patients in with. This study elaborated the selection of patients, preoperative management, methods of surgery and postoperative managements which presented the readers with precise details about management of such patients. Vital information regarding disease(mean age, patient profile), cause of death, post operative adjuvent therapy were also provided in the study.
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	Yes, the manuscript was scientifically correct. It had the detail description of management by Nephrectomy with IVC thrombectomy in patients with RCC.
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