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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 is important because it looks at how dengue is being diagnosed in children across Brazil using blood tests like IgM, ELISA, and others. It shows which tests are used the most, where dengue cases are highest, and the challenges doctors face in getting quick and accurate results. By using a large amount of national data, it helps us understand how well these tests work in real-life situations. The findings can help improve how dengue is diagnosed in children, leading to better treatment and stronger public health measures to control the disease.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Analysis of Serological Tests for Dengue Diagnosis in Brazilian Children: Insights from DATASUS (2022–2024)
	

	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.


	Your abstract is quite detailed and gives a good overview of what you studied, but it can be made clearer and more balanced

  Simplify the results – The numbers are good, but too many figures can make it hard to read. You could focus on the most important findings (e.g., which test was most used, which region had the most cases, most common serotype).

  Highlight what’s new – Add one line about how this study adds new knowledge (e.g., "This is one of the first large-scale studies analyzing dengue testing in Brazilian children using national data").


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, your manuscript seems scientifically correct because it uses reliable national data (DATASUS/SINAN) and standard dengue tests like IgM, ELISA, and viral isolation. The numbers and findings match what is expected in a large-scale study of dengue in Brazil.

However, to make it even stronger, you could:

· Explain briefly how the data was collected and any limitations (for example, possible underreporting or delays in reporting).

· Clarify the meaning of some technical terms (like serotyping or viral isolation) for readers who may not be experts.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes 
	

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


	Your manuscript is mostly clear and understandable, but the English can be improved to make it sound more polished and suitable for scholarly publication.
Here are my suggestions in simple words:

· Sentence structure: Some sentences are long and could be broken into shorter, clearer ones.

· Consistency: Use consistent terms (e.g., sometimes “serological tests,” sometimes “ELISA/IgM tests”).
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