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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript on the subject “Lymph Epithelial Carcinoma (LEC) of the Oral Cavity” holds significant importance for the scientific community due to its rarity and unique characteristics.
By systematically reviewing cases of oral LEC, the study sheds light on the demographics, clinical features, histopathology, and treatment outcomes of this uncommon variant of squamous cell carcinoma. 

The findings highlight the distinction of oral LEC from nasopharyngeal carcinoma in terms of Epstein-Barr Virus (EBV) association, emphasizing the need for accurate diagnosis and consideration of human papillomavirus (HPV) status in some cases. 

Furthermore, the study contributes to the limited body of knowledge on oral LEC, providing valuable insights for pathologists, oncologists, and researchers working on head and neck cancers, ultimately aiding in better management and understanding of this rare entity.
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