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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.


	The uncommon and clinically relevant instance of an unintentional vertebral artery puncture during the implantation of a central venous catheter that was successfully treated with a percutaneous arterial closure device is presented in this publication. It is significant because it shows that there is a less invasive, successful substitute for open surgery in the treatment of complicated vascular injuries, particularly in patients with several comorbidities. The thorough description offers important new information on the endovascular treatment of iatrogenic vascular injury, a topic that is not well covered in the literature at the moment. The scientific community's knowledge of possible issues, decision-making procedures, and effective results with percutaneous closure methods is improved by this example.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Endovascular Repair of Inadvertent Vertebral Artery Puncture Using a Percutaneous Closure Device: A Rare 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 current abstract of the article provides a general overview of the case but could be improved in structure, clarity, and completeness. Here’s a critique followed by specific suggestions.
Areas of Improvements

Area that needs work is the abstract's unclear structure, which includes standard elements like the background, case presentation, intervention, and conclusion.
Limited Clinical Context: The case's clinical importance and rarity are not highlighted.
Key Information Is Missing: While significant elements such as imaging results, patient comorbidities, procedure stages, and outcome information are presented, they are not well synthesized.
Redundancy: The use of terms like "technical success" and "procedural steps" repeatedly without providing sufficient information.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct overall, with a valid clinical case. However, a few scientific and structural aspects can be improved for clarity, accuracy, and alignment with case report standards. Here's an evaluation:
Areas Needing Improvement:

Grammatical and Stylistic Errors

Ambiguity in Methodology 
Discussion Section Needs Expansion 

Conclusion Too Brief 


	

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

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


	The manuscript requires language editing to correct grammatical errors, improve clarity, and ensure it meets the standards of scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This case report presents a rare and clinically relevant example of inadvertent vertebral artery puncture managed successfully with a percutaneous closure device. The topic is important for both interventional radiologists and critical care practitioners. With improvements in language clarity, organization, and a slightly expanded discussion, the manuscript would make a valuable contribution to the medical literature.
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