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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)

- Aim of the article needs to be mentioned in the
abstract.

- Kindly edit the language in the abstract as well.

- Do not write short forms for Brancial Arches.

- Many spelling mistakes are there. Kindly correct.
- There are no figures in the article. Kindly add.

- Add a discussion section as well.

Compulsory REVISION comments

HFM is a common facial anomaly or birth defect
involving the first and second branchial arch
structures and ranks second in prevalence only
behind facial clefting/ cleft lip and palate.*

Short form of branchial arches corrected. (BA)

Discussion includes genetics, psychological status,
clinical manifestation, diagnostic criteria, differential
diagnosis, management.

Generally review article may not include aim of
article. If still required pls tell , it will be added. ------

A revised article is attached for your kind
consideration.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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)

No ethical issues, since its a review article.
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