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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.


	A rare disease, recently discovered needs more interest from researcher’s teams.   
“ongoing follow-up using a routine multidisciplinary approach are crucial for patients.” this indicates the importance of this article treating a rare inherited disease. Medicine disciplinary need to            . 
Any disease causes developmental delays will decreased/impedes society’ development, once researchers reflect working on these diseases is a big step up to prevent worsen of the situation (like avoid consanguinity of parents).

The detailed results confer the paper a scholar aspect. 
Aggravation of the disease through different body’s organs required caught attention to such exacerbated risks.                            
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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 abbreviation HRAS should be decoded. As there are contradiction and repetition of results. The author would better present his results in the third part, but in the last one he expresses his conclusion/opinion about these results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, symptoms are in accord with other papers, the author bolstered his work with different shots of the child. Only if the author will add some propositions about the treatment it will add a good point to this article.                                                                                                       
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent, sufficient for such a small work. But references (Goodwin, Oberoi, et al., 2014), (Hart et al., 2002) and (Takahashi & Ohashi, 2013) are not displayed in the reference list.

Presentation of references in the text is not unified with 2 modes.                        
	

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


	The first phrase in the abstract, would better changed some repetitions and a minor revision is needed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The case of reference 3 has been diagnosed at 8 years old. 
Absence of keywords. 
It lacks some details about the treatment of this disease, some propositions to prevent continuity of childbearing patients.                                                                                            
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