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	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 brings a fresh and human perspective to pediatric nursing by exploring emergency care, psychological support, and family health education into one cohesive framework. Unlike traditional studies that view pediatric drug ingestion as purely accidental, this research identifies underlying psychological disorders—such as anxiety, depression, and ADHD—as key contributing factors. By linking mental health assessment with practical nursing strategies, it provides a new preventive and rehabilitative perspective for pediatric care. The study’s evidence-based results not only validate the model’s effectiveness but also offer an innovative, replicable approach that can inform clinical practice and public health policy worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, I think “Psychological Risk Factors in Pediatric Accidental Drug Ingestion: Implications for Nursing Intervention,” works better because it is clearer and more concise. The original title is quite long and includes details like the sample size, which are usually presented in the abstract, not the title. The new title keeps the focus on the main elements of the study i.e. the children, the psychological factors involved, and the nursing interventions — without sounding overly complicated. It also uses more neutral and academic wording, which makes it more suitable for publication.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly summarizes the study’s objectives, methods, main findings, and conclusions in a logical and balanced way. The inclusion of specific data strengthens its scientific clarity and reliability. No major additions or deletions are needed; only minor stylistic adjustments could help improve readability—for example, simplifying long sentences, using more concise wording (such as “the study retrospectively analyzed” instead of “a retrospective analysis was conducted”), and keeping the tense consistent throughout. Overall, the abstract accurately reflects the study’s scope, content, and significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate and well-prepared. The methods and data support the conclusions, and the findings are clear and consistent with the study’s goals.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I believe the references are sufficient and up to date. Most are from 2022 to 2025 and come from reputable journals, both international and Chinese. They support the study well, and no additional references are needed.
	

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


	The manuscript is clearly written and suitable for scholarly publication. The language is formal, accurate, and well-structured. Only small edits could make it smoother—for example, shortening long sentences that join several ideas with commas, improving transitions between sections (e.g., adding phrases like “in addition” or “as a result”), and keeping verb tense consistent throughout (past tense for methods, present tense for conclusions).
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. Parental consent and patient confidentiality are addressed appropriately. It would, however, be helpful if the authors clearly stated the ethics committee approval details to fully meet publication requirements.
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