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There have been studies concerning the protection of the facial nerve during plastic
surgery intended for the parotid gland. The close relationship between the parotid
duct and the buccal and zygomatic branches of the facial nerve is studied here. The
dissections were performed on 10 fixed cadavers at the Anatomy Dissection Labora-
tory of Ankara University in 2004. The reference points used for surgery of this
region were taken into consideration as the landmarks for morphometric measure-
ments. In 7 of the cases the zygomatic branch was double and in 3 it was single. In
4 of the 7 cases with a double zygomatic branch both superior and inferior branch-
es crossed the parotid duct. In the remaining 3 cases the superior branches of the
zygomatic nerve coursed through the zygomatic major and minor muscles. In 9 of
all the cases the zygomatic branch of the facial nerve crossed the duct anteriorly and
in one it did so posteriorly (case 10). The buccal branch was single in 4 of the cases
and double in 6. Among these one of the most precise measurements was the
distance between the lateral canthus and the intersection point of the zygomatic
branch and the duct with a coefficient of variation of 9.9%. With the use of this
reliable measurement the intersection point of the zygomatic branch and the duct
may be estimated to be within 5.16 ±1.01 centimetres of the lateral canthus. Facial
nerve paralysis is the most important complication of superficial face surgery and the
anatomy of this region must thus be taken into detailed consideration by surgeons.
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INTRODUCTION
The position of the buccal and zygomatic branches

of the facial nerve is critical in performing surgical pro-
cedures. There are number of studies concerning pro-
tection of the facial nerve during plastic surgery proce-
dures and operations intended for the parotid gland,

but no consistent description of them has been given
so far. The risk for facial nerve injury is reported to have
been increased with the inclusion of the superficial mus-
culoaponeurotic system (SMAS) elevation as compared
to a skin-only face-lift [16]. Closely related to vital struc-
tures of the face such as the terminal branches of the



110

Folia Morphol., 2007, Vol. 66, No. 2

facial nerve, the transverse facial artery and pa-
rotid duct constitute very important landmarks
when treating injuries to this region [14]. Ana-
tomical textbooks and journal articles vary great-
ly in demonstrating their relationship with the
temporal branch, but not only are references to
the peripheral facial nerve branches near the buc-
cal fat pad and the oral commissure scarce, but
no comments are provided about anatomical vari-
ations. The position of the buccal branch is criti-
cal in performing procedures such as rhytidecto-
my. However, there is less information in the lit-
erature about the relation between the parotid
duct, which is one of the most important struc-
tures on the face, and these branches of the fa-
cial nerve. The close relationship between the pa-
rotid duct and buccal and zygomatic branches of
the facial nerve has therefore been studied. The
proposed localisation landmarks are thought to
allow fast and safe identification of the facial
nerve, significant during surgery in the parotid
region. This study examined the usefulness of an-
atomical lines in predicting the extraparotid course
of the buccal and zygomatic branches of the fa-
cial nerve around the parotid duct.

Figure 1. Cadaveric view of the landmarks on the parotid duct, zygomatic and buccal branches. A — beginning of the parotid duct; B — point
on the duct where the zygomatic branch crossed; C — end of the parotid duct; D — intertragic notch; E — lateral canthus; F — beginning of
the buccal nerve; G — mid point of the buccal nerve; H — point where the buccal and zygomatic branches arched; I — end of the buccal
nerve; J — point where the H intersects the duct with 90o; K — point where the B intersects the zygomatic arch with 90o; Z — point where
the G intersects the duct with 90o; X — point where the A intersects the zygomatic arch with 90o.

MATERIAL AND METHODS
The dissections were performed on 10 fixed ca-

daver heads at the Anatomy Dissection Laboratory of
Ankara University in 2004. The skin, subcutaneous tis-
sue, platysma and the subcutaneous musculoapo-
neurotic system were dissected, leaving the branches
of the facial nerve and parotid duct exposed. The buc-
cal and zygomatic branches were dissected from the
point of exposure from the parotid gland until they
entered the superficial face muscles. The parotid duct
was dissected from its point of exposure at the ante-
rior border of the parotid gland until it turned around
the anterior border of the masseter muscle to enter
the oral cavity through the buccinator muscle. The
reference points in this region were taken according
to surgical usage (Fig. 1).

The morphometric measurements were per-
formed between these landmarks, the parotid duct
and the buccal and zygomatic branches of the facial
nerve, as shown below:
— the length of the duct (A–C);
— the dimension of the duct (PDIM);
— the distance between the preface of the parotid

duct and the intersection point of the zygomatic
nerve and the duct (A–B);
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— the distance between the beginning of the duct
and the intertragic notch (A–D);

— the distance between the end of the duct and
thelateral cantus (C–E);

— the distance between the beginning of the duct
and the zygomatic arch (A–X);

— the distance between the arch formed by the
buccal and zygomatic nerves and the duct (H–J);

— the distance between the buccal branch and the
duct at three different points (the beginning,
middle and final parts of the duct) measured (F–A,
G–Z, I–C);

— the distance between the lateral canthus and the
intersection point of the zygomatic nerve and the
duct (E–B);

— the distance between the zygomatic arch and the
intersection point of the zygomatic nerve and the
duct (B–K) (Fig. 1).
All the measurements were evaluated statisti-

cally. For each measurement between landmarks
the measures of central tendency and dispersion
are provided in terms of mean and standard devia-
tion. The analyses focused on finding reliable mea-
surements with small coefficients of variation (CV).
CVs were calculated for each measurement as the
standard deviation divided by its mean. As the CV
value gets smaller, the measurement between land-
marks is interpreted as being more reliable. The
upper and lower limits of a 95% confidence inter-
val for a measurement are found by adding and
subtracting 1.96 times the standard deviation to
and from its mean.

RESULTS
In cadaver dissections in 7 of cases the zygomatic

branch was double and in 3 it was single. In 4 of the
7 cases with a double zygomatic branch both superior
and inferior branches crossed the parotid duct (case 3,
7, 8 and 9)  and so distances E–B and B–K were mea-
sured twice in these 4 cases. In the remaining 3 cases
the superior branches of the zygomatic nerve coursed
through the zygomatic major and minor muscles. In 9
of all the cases the zygomatic branch crossed the duct
anteriorly and in one posteriorly (case 10).

The buccal branch was single in 4 of the cases and
double in 6 of the cases. In all of the double cases the
superior branches added to the anastamosis with the
zygomatic branches and the inferior branches coursed
through the orbicularis oris muscle. Therefore all the
measurements of the buccal nerve were performed
on the superior branch. The buccal branch coursed in
contact with the inferior margin of the parotid duct

at cases 7 and 9,  and so distances H–J, F–A, G–Z and
I–C were not measured in these cases.

The zygomatic and buccal branches united to form
an anastamosis (arch) around the area where the duct
pierced the buccinator muscle. The accessory parotid
gland was seen only in case 4. The distance between
the beginning of the duct and the accessory gland was
measured as 15.65 mm and this accessory gland was
crossed by a branch of the buccal nerve. The length of
the parotid duct was 21.90–37.36 mm and the diam-
eter was 3.41–6.57 mm. The distance between the
preface of the parotid duct and the intersection point
of the zygomatic nerve and the duct (A–B) was
3.53–23.26 mm. The distance between the beginning
of the duct and the intertragic notch (A–D) was
23.33–44.12 mm. The distance between the end of the
duct and the lateral cantus (C–E) was 40.29–56.40 mm.
The distance between the beginning of the duct and
the zygomatic arch (A–X) was 13.57–27.63 mm. The
distance between the arch formed by the buccal, zy-
gomatic nerves and the duct (H–J) was 1.66–5.18 mm.
The distance between the buccal branch and the duct
at three different points (the beginning, middle and
final parts of the duct) (F–A, G–Z, I–C) was 0.96–
–5.91 mm, 1.56–6.61 mm and 1.40–5.33 mm
respectively. The distance between the lateral can-
thus and the intersection point of the zygomatic
branch and the duct (E–B) was 41.00–61.41 mm and
the distance between the zygomatic arch and the
intersection point of the zygomatic branch and the
duct (B–K) was 13.16–46.40 mm (Table 1).

Among these one of the most precise measure-
ments was the distance between the lateral can-
thus and the intersection point of the zygomatic
branch and the duct with a coefficient of variation
of 9.9%. With the use of this reliable measurement
the intersection point of the zygomatic branch and
the duct may be estimated as being within 5.16 ±
± 1.01 centimetres of the lateral canthus. This will
mean that the intersection points (points a and b)
of two circles with the duct drawn with radii of
4.15 and 6.17 centimetres will mark a segment
along the path of the duct, which with 95% confi-
dence will include the intersection point with the
zygomatic branch (Fig. 2).

DISCUSSION
Reconstructive surgery by free muscle transplan-

tation in irreversible facial palsy and other opera-
tions in this region have evoked interest in the de-
tailed anatomy of the mimic muscle system parotid
gland and duct and the branches of the facial nerve.
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duct can easily be injured by sharp or penetrating
trauma to the cheek. Knowledge of the anatomy of
the parotid duct and its relationship to other struc-
tures, such as the terminal branches of the facial
nerve, are essential when treating these injuries [14].
The normal anatomy of the facial nerve has been
well described in the textbooks [6, 17]. There are
a number of studies concerning the protection of
the facial nerve during plastic surgery procedures
and operations intended for the parotid gland but
no consistent description of them has been given so
far [1, 5, 8, 9, 13]. Although the literature includes
a large amount of research which describes the pa-
rotid gland as a whole, little attention is given to the
parotid duct [12].

In 2003 Wilhelmi et al. [16] mentioned the im-
portance of the anterior edge of the parotid gland
in elevating the superficial musculoaponeurotic sys-
tem. They identified and measured the most anteri-
or portion of the parotid gland and reported that
anterior to the parotid gland the buccal branches
become more fragile and are more susceptible to
injury. For this reason the surgeon must be aware of
the beginning of the buccal branch from the anteri-
or edge of the parotid gland. The distance between

Figure 2. Schematic view of the intersection points (points
a and b) of two circles with the duct drawn with radii of 4.15
and 6.17 cm which mark a segment along the path of the duct,
which with 95% confidence will include the intersection point
with the zygomatic branch; B — point on the duct where the zy-
gomatic branch crossed; E — lateral canthus; a and b — the
intersection points of two circles with the duct.

Injuries to the buccal region of the face can carry
multiple complications because of the complex anat-
omy that lies within. The facial nerve and the parotid

Table 1. Presentation of the measurements between the landmarks

A–C PDIM A–B A–D C–E A–X H–J F–A G–Z I–C E–B B–K

1 29.80 4.42 20.95 42.29 50.43 23.17 1.66 4.12 5.03 4.32 54.31 18.94

2 32.60 4.32 17.02 41.48 56.40 27.63 4.79 5.11 4.18 4.20 50.12 13.16

3 21.90 4.27 15.23 44.12 48.22 23.9 1.66 3.24 4.02 4.31 1: 50.71 1: 24.63

2: 48.23 2: 22.75

4 36.82 4.90 23.26 26.48 52.16 24.70 5.18 4.30 6.61 5.33 41.00 23.61

5 37.36 4.68 17.41 23.33 45.18 19.20 3.54 5.83 4.72 3.60 61.41 23.75

6 35.83 5.81 15.18 26.42 46.71 20.63 1.74 0.96 3.38 4.68 53.64 21.03

7 30.62 3.41 18.01 38.56 53.14 25.32 – – – – 1: 46.83 1: 24.44

2: 52.80 2: 26.63

8 32.65 4.18 3.53 27.90 48.11 24.60 4.06 5.91 6.52 4.90 1: 49.65 1: 28.06

2: 53.24 2: 46.40

9 36.45 6.57 14.10 31.15 40.29 19.62 – – – – 1: 57.09 1: 25.84

2: 50.18 2: 25.09

10 29.66 4.51 12.86 25.27 44.45 13.57 3.75 1.10 1.56 1.40 51.32 24.78

Mean 32.4 4.7 15.8 32.7 48.5 22.2 2.6 3.1 3.6 3.3 51.6 23.7

SD 4.5 0.9 5.3 8.0 4.7 4.1 1.9 2.3 2.4 2.0 5.1 6.1

CV 13.8% 18.9% 33.7% 24.6% 9.7% 18.2% 71.3% 76.8% 66.4% 61.9% 9.9% 25.6%

PDIM — parotis duct dimension, SD — standard deviation, CV — coefficient of variation
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the beginning of the buccal branch and the parotid
duct (F–A) was measured in the present study and
found to be 0.96–5.91 mm [16].

Pereira et al. [10] and de Ru et al. [3, 4] men-
tioned that many surgical landmarks may help the
surgeon identify the facial nerve when perform-
ing parotid gland surgery and that external pal-
pable landmarks may be used to identify the fa-
cial nerve trunk quickly and safely. Pereira et al.
[10] performed a 3 cm skin incision in the centre
of the triangle formed by the temporomandibu-
lar joint, the mastoid process and the angle of the
mandible, and dissection was continued deep un-
til the main facial nerve trunk was identified. Nahl-
ieli et al. [9] identified the main trunk of the facial
nerve as it leaves in the stylomastoid foramen ac-
cording to the anatomical landmarks as a mas-
toid process, insertion of the sternocleidomastoid
muscle, and pointer cartilage of the ear. Kopuz et
al. [7] studied the distribution of the facial nerve
in the parotid gland; the cases in the present study
were similar to types IIIB and IVA. Amin et al. [1]
mentioned the importance of the protection of
the branches of the facial nerve during parotidec-
tomy of the parotid sialdenitis. Pogrel et al. [11]
studied the relationship of the buccal branch of
the facial nerve to the parotid duct and its rele-
vance to surgical procedures in this area but made
no mention of the zygomatic branch. They report-
ed that in 17 of the 20 cases there was a single
buccal branch of the facial nerve but that in 3 of
the cases two buccal branches of the facial nerve
were present. The buccal branch was single in 4
of the cases and double in 6 in the present study.
One of the double branches was superficial and
the other was deep, as given in textbooks. In all
of the double cases the superior branches added
to the anastamosis with the zygomatic branches
and the inferior branches coursed through the or-
bicularis oris muscle. The buccal branch was close
and parallel to the inferior margin of the parotid
duct in two of the cases, although Pogrel et al.
did not mention a buccal branch as is emphasised
in the present study. The buccal branch did not
cross the duct as these authors reported. They
emphasised that in 15 of the cases the buccal
branch was inferior to the duct but in the present
study all the buccal branches were inferior to the
duct. They also stressed the average vertical dis-
tance between the buccal branch and the duct as
being 5.43 ± 3.65 mm when the branch was infe-
rior to the duct. In the present study it was con-

sidered of greater validity to measure the distance
between the beginning, middle and end of the
buccal branch to the duct. Thus the distance of
the buccal branch to the duct at three different
points (the beginning, middle and final parts of
the duct) (F–A, G–Z, I–C) was found to be 0.96–
–5.91 mm, 1.56–6.61 mm and 1.40–5.33 mm re-
spectively. They authors referred to found the ex-
posed mean distance of the duct to be 26.7 ±
± 8.34 mm. In the present study the average
length of the duct (A–C) was found to be 21.90–
–37.36 mm [11].

Bernstein and Nelson [2] examined the types of
facial nerve branching according to the study of the
Davis et al., and most of our cases were as type III.
Richards et al. [12] studied the surgical anatomy of
the parotid duct and the relationship of the facial
nerve to the duct. They mentioned that the facial
nerve and its branches were always observed lateral
to the parotid duct and that the facial nerve formed
a loop superficial to the duct. However, they did not
give any measurements for these structures.

Tohma et al. [15] reported the communication
between the buccal nerve and the facial nerve in the
human face. They stressed that the lower zygomatic
and upper buccal branches joined inferiorly to the
parotid duct (Z–B junction) and that multiple sub-
branches emerged from the Z–B junction and spread
throughout the buccal region. These findings are sim-
ilar to our results.

The facial nerve has complex branches and pat-
terning, as mentioned in the textbooks. There is
obvious variability between patients and cases. The
buccal and zygomatic branches and the parotid
duct are especially vulnerable to surgical and trau-
matic injuries because of their location in the face.
As they course so close to each other, if one of
them is damaged the other structure should be
influenced. As a result, facial nerve paralysis is the
most important complication of superficial face
surgery. Thus the anatomy of this region and the
facial nerve must be taken into detailed consider-
ation by surgeons. In this the distance between
the lateral canthus and the intersection point of
the zygomatic branch and the duct is the most
precise measurement of the study. It is significant
for the surgeon that the intersection points (points
a and b) of two circles, with the duct drawn with
radii of 4.15 and 6.17 centimetres, will mark a seg-
ment along the path of the duct, which with 95%
confidence will include the intersection point with
the zygomatic branch.
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