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The manuscript has met all the requirements for scientific literature. The aims were clear and relevant. The correct

methods (radiological testing and autopsy performed for all the cases) were chosen, and the sample was sufficient.

However, more investigated cases could be more significant. The discussion was interesting and informative. The results

were significant and showed the “real situation”: the radiological testing is very relevant when inspecting the body post-

mortem, however, the autopsy is still the golden standard and cannot be changed.

Overall, I am suggesting this manuscript for publishing.
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