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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.


	Awareness of such venous anomalies is important for head and neck surgeons, anesthesiologists, and clinicians performing central venous catheterization. Recognition of this variation can help prevent intraoperative vascular injury and potential damage to adjacent neurovascular structures such as the spinal accessory nerve. This case contributes to the existing literature on vascular anatomical variations and highlights the need for careful intraoperative identification during neck surgery.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, suitable title.
	

	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.


	Rewrite the aim to only one aim, as the article can have only one aim and few objectives

The abbreviation SAN in abstract is not described in the abstract. Either describe the abbreviation in brackets or write the full form itself in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The modification of Nayak SP et al. classification is not illustrated each of its types except type 4, in the discussion part and also in the footnotes in Figure 1. And also mention which type correlates with the present case. 
	

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

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


	The manuscript requires significant language editing. 

Especially correct the following:

· inconsistent tense usage

· spelling errors (e.g., “neve” instead of “nerve”)

· long and unclear sentences
	

	Optional/General comments


	Professional English language editing is recommended before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are apparent. However, the authors should clarify whether informed patient consent was obtained for publication of the case report and clinical images.
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