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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. The diagnosis of EDS type VII was confirmed by biochemical studies or mutation analysis 
showing characteristic mutations, in absence of this…the description ( of the classic features of 
ED) could have been more elaborate with special reference to the facial features.  
2. The possible overlap with other syndromes with reference to this patient could have been 
better rather being discussed in general, especially other connective tissue disorder or skeletal 
dysplasia. 
3. What about the details of mental development? 
4. Details of genetic consultation? 
5. Probable diagnosis- is this correct terminology? 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 Arterioachalic- should this be used, if so why?  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
With the absence of mutation analysis and possible overlap with other syndromes, the 
discussion to substantiate and confirm this only case of EDS type VII could have been more 
elaborate with pictures. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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