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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 aims to address the inter-disciplinary gap existing in the healthcare system. Including the educational therapists in the continuum of palliative care will be a boon for the pediatric patients as well as their families. Giving the Educational Therapists (ETs) adequate training will not only improve the quality of life of the patients but also improve the referral pattern.  The manuscript has tried to address the need to include the ETs in Pediatric Palliative Care (PPC), which has been done very well.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes.
The title is clear and specific, which aligns with the study’s content and main findings.
	

	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 written well, highlighting all the contents outlining the manuscript. Overall, the abstract provides a clear summary of the manuscript
	. 

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript follows a certain flow of the concept, and it is well structured. 
However, the manuscript is not empirically sound. The authors did not provide any methodological procedures, especially for the HEARTS checklist – how it was developed, validated, who the stakeholders involved were, etc..
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	One to two references must be added for – Five common challenges for healthcare professionals. 
The last line mentions that the ETs also face the same challenges while caring for the chronic conditions. References should be given from previous studies.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes.
The language is easy to understand. Though there are some terms which need to be explained in brief for the new readers, such as the ‘opening mouth response’ and ‘AAC-enabled reflection prompts’.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the title of the manuscript is relevant and well structured. The use of the PePaS scale was well argued. The idea to introduce the HEARTS checklist for the ETs was innovative.
Mostly, the examples were considered for high-income countries. It would be suggested to acknowledge the limitation of generalizability to low and middle-income countries, especially PPC training to the ETs. (Methodological details of the HEARTS checklist must be added).
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