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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	Similar publication with respect to variations in branches of aortic arch  have been reported manier times in previous litaeautre. Still we as anatomist are able to discover similar or other varations such as addionional vertebral artery or retroesophageal right subclavian artery in cadavers which need to be published so that interventionlist radiologist and cardiothoracic surgeon are able to perfrom  procedureswith minimal damage to patients at community level. 
Author should add diagrammatic presentation of embryologicala reasoning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes title of the article need to be changed, author should remove term study and replace it with some clinical associated terminilogy which emphasis the importance of thr work done
For example: 
Varations in Branches of Arch of Aorta – Surgical Significance with Embryological Explanation
Branching Varations in Aortic Arch – Clinical Corelation and Developmental Reasoning.
	

	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.

	More of clinical imortance should be added in conclusion in abstract.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Refences till 2008 are taken into consideration, author  should look for more recent and adavace matter published on the same.
	

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

	Yes 


	

	Optional/General comments

	Manuscript is written well with good developmental explation. Author must add embryological diagram showing the reason of variations reported.
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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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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