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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.


	Over 2.2 million dengue cases were examined in this nationwide Brazilian investigation, which demonstrated the prevalence of IgM, ELISA, and fast testing in paediatric diagnosis.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Serological Surveillance and Diagnostic Performance of Dengue Tests in Brazilian Pediatric Populations (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.


	Yes.
· Highlight major limitations, such as missing data and cross-reactivity, which impact diagnostic accuracy.

· State the public health relevance, especially for pediatric surveillance and resource allocation.

· Clarify the diagnostic focus—whether the emphasis is on IgM/IgG, ELISA, or rapid tests.

· Hospitalization data is not age-stratified; we don’t know how many of the 72,762 hospitalizations were 
        for children.

· 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· DEN-1 became the most common serotype. 

· Although serological testing was widely available, it had drawbacks, such as early-phase sensitivity and cross-reactivity.
· Strengthen Data Quality and Completeness -Minimize “no information” entries
	

	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?


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The absence of age-specific information in the available data makes it hard to evaluate the prevalence and precision of dengue diagnosis in children. 
Testing, hospitalisation, and outcome stratification are not used to paediatric patients. 
In order to inform public health initiatives aimed at children, age-disaggregated data should be given priority in future surveillance.
· No breakdown of cases by age 

· No information on how many children were affected or hospitalized.
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