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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable clinical insights into a rare neurogenetic disorder, Ataxia with Oculomotor Apraxia Type 1 (AOA1), presenting in early childhood. By detailing the clinical presentation, diagnostic challenges, and genetic confirmation in a 5-year-old child, it contributes to a better understanding of the phenotypic spectrum and early manifestations of AOA1. The case emphasizes the role of comprehensive neurological evaluation and genetic testing in diagnosing rare autosomal recessive ataxias, particularly in consanguineous populations. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The phrase “Unveiling a Hidden Disorder” is somewhat unclear and more suitable for general readership than a scientific journal. A more precise and informative title would better reflect the manuscript's clinical and academic focus. 

Suggestion: “Ataxia with Oculomotor Apraxia Type 1 Presenting in a 5-Year-Old Child: Diagnostic and Clinical Considerations”
	

	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 for the manuscript is informative and covers key clinical findings, imaging, genetic results, and the diagnosis. However, to enhance clarity, structure, and alignment with journal standards, a few revisions and additions are recommended.
· The abstract doesn't emphasize the clinical significance or uniqueness of this particular case (e.g., early onset, normal biochemical markers, or diagnostic challenges).
· The abstract ends abruptly. A concise conclusion summarizing the importance of early recognition and genetic testing should be added.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically accurate and demonstrates a good understanding of the clinical, genetic, and neurological aspects of Ataxia with Oculomotor Apraxia Type 1 (AOA1). It correctly associates the disease with APTX gene mutations, cerebellar atrophy, oculomotor dysfunction, and peripheral neuropathy. The diagnostic process, clinical findings, and discussion are appropriate, well-referenced, and consistent with published literature.
However, a few scientific and factual refinements are necessary for clarity, precision, and consistency with current knowledge.

· The mention of telangiectasia may cause confusion with ataxia-telangiectasia, especially if the child has them on conjunctivae. Clarify whether this was ruled out via ATM gene testing or lack of AFP elevation.

· Café-au-lait Spots: These are more typical of neurofibromatosis. The text should briefly address whether other NF1 signs were explored or why this finding was not further investigated.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes 12 references, covering clinical features, genetics, pathophysiology, and differential diagnoses of Ataxia with Oculomotor Apraxia Type 1 (AOA1). While the citations are largely appropriate, there are two main concerns:
· Many references are out dated: Several key references are from the early 2000s, with none newer than 2010. For a manuscript submitted in 2025, it is important to include recent literature (last 5–7 years) to reflect current understanding 
· There is no citation of recent systematic reviews or genetic cohort studies that consolidate data on AOA1 presentations and mutation profiles.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in mostly understandable English, and the medical content is clearly communicated.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please consider these parts:

· Language Quality: Needs comprehensive editing for grammar, clarity, and professional tone.
· References: Outdated; lacks recent literature (last 5 years) on AOA1.
· Abstract and Title: Should be revised for clarity and academic tone.
· Scientific Clarifications: A few speculative treatments (e.g., stem cell transplantation) need to be better contextualized or removed.
· Presentation Flow: Needs improved organization, transitions, and paragraph structure in discussion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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