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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	As this type of tumour is not common in many places around the world, it is important to read about it to keep it in mind. Thus, general principles of diagnosis and treatment are important.

Perhaps it would be better not to consider this a jugular paraganglioma since there is a tumour called jugular glomus and in this way there is no place for confusing it with a carotid body tumour (CBT)

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it is an appropriate title and perhap it would be adequate to underline that most of the tumour extends to the medial/posterior aspect of the carotid bifurcation making its resection more challenging

Perhaps it would arise even more interest if you elaborate on the location of most of the tumour that is posterior/medial to the carotid bifurcation a feature that makes its removal  more challenging 
	

	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.


	I would add a comment on size and location of the tumour in relation to the carotid bifurcation.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it  is.

It has a good background description on embryology and anatomy of the carotid body and a good and concise comment on the molecular biology of the tumour
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes they are

Good bibliographical review
	. 

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


	Yes it is Good description and terminology. I would comment only on the clarification that this is not a jugular glomus.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The report could be enriched with, 1) To mention why not did you consider embolization. 2) To specify at what altitude over the sea level the patient lived
	. 
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