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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Interesting study on a very specialized topic. The manuscript is well organized with a

comprehensive description of the procedures performed. In this regard, it is important to

underline the rich iconography. The tables appear useless. Information that is partly

already included in the text is reported in the table (especially in Table 2). I ask the

authors to better specify the follow up period and to list whether only clinical or also

instrumental follow up.




