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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 presents a clinical report of a 13-year-old male with an extremely rare co-occurrence of congenital facial paralysis (House-Brackmann grade V) and microtia grade 3. With fewer than fifteen such cases documented in pediatric literature globally, this report is highly significant. The authors provide a detailed diagnostic roadmap—utilizing CT and MRI imaging to evaluate branchial arch anomalies—and demonstrate the success of a multidisciplinary management strategy involving audiology, ophthalmology, and psychological support.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Congenital Facial Paralysis with Microtia Grade 3 in a 13-Year-Old Male” is appropriate and clearly identifies the core clinical findings and demographic.
	

	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 abstract is well-structured and covers the essential clinical findings. However, it could be improved by clarifying the specific functional outcomes (e.g., the 60–70 dB HL conductive hearing loss and subsequent improvement with BAHA) to provide a more data-driven summary of the case.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It correctly applies the House-Brackmann scale for facial nerve grading and the four-grade classification system for microtia. The use of high-resolution CT to identify the stenotic/atretic external auditory canal and malformed ossicles aligns with standard diagnostic protocols for branchial arch anomalies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are excellent, with most sources published between 2022 and 2024, ensuring the discussion is grounded in current medical literature. Consistency in DOI and page range formatting should be checked prior to final publication.
	

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


	The English is generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, I recommend revising informal phrasing such as “everything checked out normally” to more formal academic language, such as “laboratory investigations were within normal limits.”
	

	Optional/General comments


	The inclusion of clinical photographs (Figure 1) is very helpful. To further enhance the educational value, the authors should consider adding actual CT/MRI images showing the atretic canal and middle ear ossicle malformations described in the text.
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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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