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	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 study aimed to investigate the cardiovascular function of children and examined how cardiovascular changes with age. Also, gender differences were examined in this study. Some studies have been conducted in this regard, but geographical conditions, different education methods in different countries, and lifestyle can cause changes in the cardiovascular function of children in different populations, and there is a need to investigate these factors in different populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is good. It needs some grammatical corrections.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The text is scientifically correct, but some sentences in the discussion section lack references and need to be added.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are not enough references in this article. The number of references is too small, some sentences do not have references.
	

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


	No, it needs to be corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, some parts need to be rewritten to increase the quality of the article.

In addition, it needs general corrections in terms of grammar and wording.
The discussion needs to be rewritten. The very short paragraphs fragment the discussion, and more coherence is needed. Some reference sentences need to be added. The referencing of this discussion seems to have some problems. There were definitely limitations in this research, point them out and write your research suggestions.
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