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	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 is significant as it contributes to the research and literature on Coffin-Siris syndrome (CSS), particularly with exact cause of ARID1B mutations. Reporting a innovative ARID1B variant expands the molecular spectrum of CSS and aids in genotype-phenotype correlation studies. The case underscores the diagnostic value of next-generation sequencing in rare developmental disorders, which can assist in genetic counseling and multidisciplinary management. It also highlights rare features of this syndrome, which may broaden the known clinical phenotype of CSS.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is ok.
	

	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.


	It Should add one sentence in the conclusion highlighting the clinical relevance for this study. (e.g., importance for genetic counseling or multidisciplinary management).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient. Should add more relevant, and recent sources of literature review.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and professional English but in my device all words are reflected with red underlines for spelling errors. Kindly check once all the content.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and numerical analysis could be better described in the text to enhance clarity.

Minor improvements are suggested in the manuscript abstract, references, analysis and in the discussion (to emphasize clinical management implications). Overall, the manuscript is suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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