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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. This study examined the topographic relationships between macroanatomical structures of the lateral cortex and anatomical landmarks on the external surface of the head in infants aged 3-22 months.
2. A Procrustes analysis revealed developmental trends in changes of shape in both the cortex and head.
3. The results indicate that variability in the distribution of each macroanatomical landmark was much smaller than the pitch of the 10-10 landmarks, suggesting that the scalp-based 10-10 system serves as a good frame of reference for assessing cortical development in infants.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article is generally reliable and trustworthy, as it provides detailed information about its research methods and results, as well as references to previous studies. The authors also provide clear explanations for their findings, which are supported by evidence from their experiments. However, there are some potential biases that should be noted. For example, the sample size used in this study was relatively small (only 20 infants), which may limit its generalizability to larger populations. Additionally, while this study provides evidence for the reliability of using scalp-based 10-10 systems to assess cortical development in infants, it does not explore any potential risks associated with this method or other possible alternatives. Furthermore, while this study provides evidence for its claims, it does not present any counterarguments or alternative interpretations of its findings. In conclusion, while this article is generally reliable and trustworthy, there are some potential biases that should be taken into consideration when interpreting its results.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Scalp-based 10-10 systems risks
· Alternatives to scalp-based 10-10 systems
· Infant cortical development assessment
· Sample size limitations in research
· Counterarguments to scalp-based 10-10 systems
· Interpretation of research findings
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