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This is a study to clarify the usefulness of the stent for duodenal obstruction by comparing between 

covered and uncovered stent.  The limitation is this is a retrospective study, but it is valuable for 

mentioning the usefulness of uncovered stent in complication.  Please check word and grammatical 

errors.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In this study the authors examined the technical success rate, clinical success rate, complication rate, 

and stent patency compared between uncovered and covered stents. Their results indicated that the 

technical and clinical success rates did not differ between two groups. However, stent migration 

occurred more frequently with covered than uncovered stents. Moreover, the overall median 

duration of stent patency was longer in uncovered than in covered stents. According to their results, 

uncovered stent may be preferred when SEMS placement in patients with malignant duodenal 

obstruction is performed. Although this study was retrospective and the sample size was relatively 

small in the covered stent group, this study certainly have practical value in the treatment of 

malignant duodenal obstruction since a limited number of clinical studies have compared the clinical 

outcomes between uncovered and covered metal stents. Discussion section should be more concise. 
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