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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.


	The manuscript presents a comprehensive and well-structured review of pharmacological considerations in neonatal cardiac care. The authors have effectively highlighted key aspects of developmental pharmacokinetics, drug dosing strategies, safety concerns, and therapeutic efficacy in neonates. The topic is significant due to the vulnerability of neonatal patients and the complexity of cardiac pharmacotherapy in this age group. The review incorporates updated literature and provides clinically relevant insights that strengthen its scientific value.
This manuscript addresses an essential gap in neonatal cardiac pharmacotherapy by summarizing current knowledge on dosing, safety, and efficacy of cardiovascular drugs in newborns. Neonates represent a highly sensitive population with limited evidence-based guidelines, making this review highly valuable for clinicians, researchers, and policymakers. The emphasis on individualized dosing, pharmacokinetic variability, and medication safety can directly support improved patient outcomes. The discussion on precision dosing and future research directions also contributes to advancing neonatal clinical pharmacology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, concise, and fully reflects the scope of the manuscript. No change required.
	

	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 detailed and well-organized. It successfully summarizes the challenges, pharmacokinetic considerations, safety ety concerns, and future directions. A minor suggestion would be to briefly add: One sentence highlighting specific drug classes discussed (e.g., inotropes, antiarrhythmics). Otherwise, it is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, wellsupported by updated literature, and demonstrates strong conceptual clarity. The pharmacokinetic and pharmacodynamic principles are well explained, and the results and discussion align with current neonatal cardiac care practices
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are appropriate, recent (up to 2024), and adequately support the narrative. Inclusion of new clinical trial data in future updates may further enhance the evidence base, but the current reference set is sufficient.
	

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


	Yes. The manuscript is well-written, coherent, and suitable for academic publication. Minor grammatical refinements may improve flow, but overall language quality is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables summarizing pharmacokinetics, drug classes, and safety issues are helpful andnd improve im clarity. The section on future research directions (PBPK models, pharmacogenomics, and registries) is particularly strong and relevant. The manuscript would benefit slightly from a brief flowchart summarizing drug selection pathways in neonatal cardiac care, though not essential.
The manuscript is strong, scientifically valid, and highly relevant. Only minor improvements in the abstract and language clarity are suggested.
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