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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The authors present a novel approach for the treatment of an uncommon type of fracture.

The article is written in a concise and informative manner. The cases reported are

well-described, with good quality pictures of the imaging studies and the patients. The

description of the surgical technique is adequately detailed. Writing in the english

language requires minor corrections.
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The revised manuscript is written in a clear and informative manner, and writing in the

english language has been greatly improved.
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