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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Major revision of syntax and English expression
(Native reviewer)

2. Results: There are no figures of CT examination.
Why the authors did not use a CT or MR angiography
for preoperative planning?

3. Discussion: The authors should discuss the proper
diagnostic modality for preoperative planning. Why
did they use digital angiography? They should
discuss the advantages and disadvantages of each
modality.

4. Discussion: the authors selected surgery. Recently,
many authors have advocated preoperative
embolization of the carotid body tumour. They could
discuss why they did not select it and potential
indications.

5. Discussion: The authors mention the Shamblin
classification. This is a histological classification.
What other radiological classifications could be used
preoperatively?

Ok.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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