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	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	This case highlights a complication that remains frequent and potentially serious during central venous catheterisation. It serves as a reminder of the limitations of the landmark technique, the diagnostic clues that may be missed, and the potential benefits of early vascular surgical intervention. While not novel per se, the case underlines key safety considerations that are of ongoing educational value, especially in resource-limited or high-turnover clinical environments.
The manuscript addresses a well-documented and clinically relevant complication—accidental cannulation of the common carotid artery during attempted internal jugular vein catheterisation. This case is of interest to the fields of intensive care, anesthesiology, and vascular surgery. The authors present a real event that highlights the importance of timely surgical involvement, and the case may serve as a reinforcement of existing procedural recommendations, particularly the use of ultrasound guidance.
However, the manuscript in its current form lacks scientific clarity, structural coherence, and linguistic precision. The novelty of the case is not convincingly framed, and the discussion section is underdeveloped, missing a deeper comparison with existing literature or current guidelines. The language quality is, in my opinion, below acceptable standards for publication, with numerous grammatical and typographical errors throughout the text. The paper should undergo major revision before being considered suitable for publication.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but could be made more precise. I suggest:
"Unintentional Common Carotid Artery Cannulation During Attempted Internal Jugular Vein Catheterisation: A Case Report
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract lacks clarity and contains multiple grammatical and typographical errors. It fails to convey the specific relevance of the case and does not summarise the outcome or learning points effectively. A complete rewrite of the abstract is strongly recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The clinical case is plausible and follows an expected sequence of recognition and intervention. However, the scientific discussion is superficial. The manuscript does not explore alternative diagnoses, decision thresholds, or compare outcomes with similar cases in the literature. The use of terminology (e.g., "internal carotid" vs. "common carotid") is inconsistent. Scientific and clinical accuracy would be improved by clearer structuring and inclusion of supporting data or guidelines.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are limited and partially outdated. The authors should include recent guidelines or systematic reviews addressing central venous catheterisation complications and the role of ultrasound. For instance:
Lamperti M, Bodenham AR, Pittiruti M, et al. International evidence-based recommendations on ultrasound-guided vascular access. Intensive Care Med. 2012.

Boulet, N., Muller, L., Rickard, C.M. et al. How to improve the efficiency and the safety of real-time ultrasound-guided central venous catheterization in 2023: a narrative review. Ann. Intensive Care 13, 46 (2023). https://doi.org/10.1186/s13613-023-01141-w 
, e. g..
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	No. The manuscript contains frequent grammatical, lexical, and structural errors, which impair its readability and even more the professional tone. A full language revision by a native English-speaking editor or professional service is essential.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors are encouraged to revisit the educational framing of the case. Adding a summary table of similar published cases, improving the clarity of the discussion, and reinforcing the clinical take-home messages will improve the manuscript’s overall contribution. A schematic illustration or brief algorithm for post-cannulation management could further enhance its educational value.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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