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Conclusion is not proper with the purpose of this literature study manuscript as described
within the content of this manuscript, therefore need to be added with the method of
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The advantage of the radiolucent sialoliths can be seen with it.disadvantage - not clear,
need to be described

The manner to write the content of this manuscript need to be restructued such as

Treatment: (Refer to figure 9)... the figure need to be replaced after the related description
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proper just described in feagures.
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