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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 is a solid and interesting case report on osteogenesis imperfecta (OI) - a rare but clinically significant congenital bone disorder. The manuscript addresses an important pediatric and genetic condition with clear diagnostic, clinical, and ethical aspects. Although OI is well-described, the case adds educational value because it highlights missed prenatal diagnosis and the consequences of unassisted home delivery in an undiagnosed genetic condition. It provides a useful review of the classification, genetics, differential diagnosis, and multidisciplinary management of OI. However, the manuscript requires significant language polishing, structural reorganization, and tightening of the scientific argumentation to meet publication standards.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	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.


	Abstract should be structured (Background, Case Presentation, Discussion, Conclusion). Revise for clarity and conciseness. Avoid repetitive phrases such as “leading to the name brittle bones.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction is well-researched, but overly long for a case report. Focus on prevalence, pathophysiology, and classification briefly (2-3 paragraphs max). Move historical detail (e.g., full Sillence classification discussion) to the Discussion section or as supplementary text. Add a short family pedigree diagram if possible (father and grandfather affected). Compare this neonate’s phenotype to known OI types (likely Type I). Highlight missed opportunities for prenatal diagnosis (e.g., ultrasound skeletal screening, genetic counseling). Emphasize importance of early multidisciplinary management. An example for conclusion: Early prenatal diagnosis and multidisciplinary neonatal care are essential for optimal prognosis in osteogenesis imperfecta. This case underscores the risks associated with unassisted deliveries and the importance of genetic counseling for at-risk families.
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	References are excellent and up to date (2020–2024 sources).
	

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


	The manuscript needs thorough English editing for grammar, tense consistency, and flow. Simplify long sentences. Use past tense consistently for the case narrative.
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	Descriptive captions (e.g., “Figure 1. Skull radiograph showing occipital fracture (arrow).”) Remove duplicate figure numbers (Figure 1 repeated).
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