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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
1. Please re-check units of WBC, RBC and platelet counts for typo errors. 2. Is it too soon

to call your case "not recurrent" after just a four months follow up? 3. I recommend that

authors could be more specific about "follow up" tool. Is that a CT scan? 4. I suggest that

authors should check and conform to the format of the targeted journal.
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