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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.

	
	

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

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

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

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	1.	The title does not accurately reflect the final diagnosis. The case describes ERF gene–related pansynostosis rather than synostotic plagiocephaly; the title should be revised accordingly.
2.	The claim that short stature is a unique and previously unreported finding requires stronger justification with literature support.
3.	Additional clarification is needed regarding the genetic testing methodology, including variant classification and whether parental testing was performed.
4.	Terminology should be standardized. For example:
•	“crouzoid features” should be replaced with “Crouzon-like features”
•	“exorbitism” may be replaced with “proptosis”, which is more commonly used.
5.	Reference formatting is inconsistent.
6.	The manuscript contains several grammatical and stylistic errors. A thorough language revision is recommended.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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