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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 case report highlights a rare anatomical variation of the internal jugular vein that would be important to head and neck surgeons as well as the the ENT surgeons working in that field to better avoid vascular complications and better intra-operative strategies. Anesthesiologists and physicians employed to cannulate the internal jugular vein with central catheters will be aware of this anatomic variation once cases are reported more frequently adding to the existing literature and work towards safer techniques. Awareness of this anomaly will improve surgical planning and embryological variations incidentally found would be dealt suitably.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is suitable and appropriate. For precision, a better title would be: Duplication of Internal Jugular Vein During Neck Dissection: A Rare Anatomical Variation.
	

	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 aims to deliver the main information but needs improvements. Grammatical corrections are needed. Aim needs to be precise and and more clear. Addition of a clearer aim means: This case report describes a rare duplication of the internal jugular vein encountered during neck dissection and highlights its surgical significance. The ‘Aneurysmal dilation’ needs more explanation, either remove it or explain it. Case description needs key finfings quoted. Conclusion needs surgical significance of this anomaly strongly mentioned. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Several sentences need grammatical editing and scientific terms. Nayak classification needs better explanation. The phrase “two non-descriptive structures pass hypoglossal nerve and spinal accessory nerve” is anatomically unclear. Introduction contains inaccurate anatomical relationships and need revision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are limited and outdated considering this is a case report on rare anatomic variations, so recent references need to be quoted. Add references regarding the complications of central venous catheterisation. 
	

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


	The English needs substantial improvement. The article needs significant proofreading grammatical errors and inconsistent anatomical terminology.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No obvious ethical issues are identified in the manuscript. However, the authors should clearly mention whether informed consent was obtained from the patient for publication of the case and clinical images, as this is a standard requirement for case reports. In addition, the manuscript should state whether institutional ethical approval or exemption was obtained.
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