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Comments to Authors:
The article concerns a potentially rare clinical problem, but with increasing tendency. The lack of scientific data, only retrospective evidence 
make that this paper is interesting only in terms as a case report. It is valuable only due to the number of analyzed cases, with good doc-
umentation. First of all - this paper is useful for residents and young surgeons. From the scientific point of view - nothing new in general 
knowledge, clinical practice or terms of originality novelty in diagnosis, therapy, surgical techniques etc. The paper is suitable for publica-
tion in chapter “Case reports”.
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