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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Overall it is a globally good written case-report with an interesting topic. since it is a operational 

method not performed before- it is worth to assess. It is acceptable for publication. Thank you in 

advance
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is a very good clinical case, well written and valuable.   I only have two comments: - There are 

some vocabulary mistakes in the manuscript.  - At the end of the case presentation; authors stated 

that the patient was in a good clinical state with no major digestive problems. It seems surprising for 

a patient with no esophagus, stomach, duodenum, pancreas and a major part of his colon to be in a 

good nutritional state with no digestive concerns. Would the authors be more specific about that by 

providing objective data about the patient nutritional state? 
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