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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Dear authors, Thank you for your successful surgical results and this study that will

contribute to the literature. 1. Have your patients undergone preoperative restaging?

Otherwise, was it just not progressing enough in terms of surgical indication? 2. How

were the patients evaluated in terms of respiratory functions in the preoperative period?

eg pulmonary function test, cardiopulmonary exercise test or DLCO test? 3. How many

cases have you had preferred sleeve resection to avoid pneumonectomy?
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