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This case report adds to the literature about a rare tumour type, and emphasises the 

benefits that can accrue from diagnosing a benign tumour and treating it - this patient 

had recurrent pneumonia presumably due to the tumour and poor sputum clearance, 

and this was managed by the surgical excision.  The manuscript is well written with 

good quality English, and has cited appropriate literature as well. The limitations are 

mainly those inherent to a case report, and cannot be overcome in this manuscript for 

that reason. 
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