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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 case report is clinically valuable as it clearly illustrates the severe potential complications of infantile hemanigiomas, specifically the “beard” distribution. It contributes to science by highlighting the importance of early diagnosis in this condition, their relation with PHACES syndrome, imperative for screening and the effective treatment with propranolol. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	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.


	Though the abstract is comprehensive, it contains several grammatical errors (discontinuous sentence structures, “propranolol” misspelled in the third paragraph) that need correction for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. Clinical photographs are of high quality, significantly enhancing the educational impact of the report.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and sufficient. However, the reference list requires substantial formatting revisions to meet the standard journal style ( eg. all author names have to be consistent, duplication of reference 3 and 5, typographical error -“Strasb ourg”). Also, kindly make sure the heading “references” is typed in English.
	

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


	No. The manuscript requires thorough editing of several grammatical errors, inconsistent tense usage, awkward phrasing and poorly linked sentences that hinder readability. Examples: 1) “she was born to second-degree consanguineous parents and is the youngest of two siblings aged 2 years” and several other sentences.
2) inconsistent abbreviation usage (IH/HI),

3) language inconsistencies – the key of figure 4 is not in English 
etc.

Strongly recommended- professional proof-readding by a native English speaker, with subsequent editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Though the case is well presented, the narrative flow, especially in the introduction and discussion can be improved with better transitional phrases. Kindly look into the language inconsistencies and sentence structures as well.
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