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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	Regarding the importance of the presented study, its objectives must be correctly defined, the dataset must be clear, all grammatical and spelling errors must be avoided, figures and tables must be formatted correctly, and the references used in the manuscript must be accurate and well-organized. In addition, the necessary statistical methods must be used in analyzing the results. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
The title is too general and does not mention the study design, environment, or geographical area; it does not specify the pediatric patients.

	

	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 should include background information on the importance or problem and state the objective. A description of the statistical analysis is not included. 
Keywords should be formatted correctly, and the use of parentheses or inconsistent capitalization should be avoided.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	- Introduction: Citations should be strong and written without numbers; formatting should be consistent; general data should be contextualized; repetitive information about mortality rates and pneumonia prevalence should be avoided; and the transition from epidemiology to causative factors to mortality and prescriptions should be stronger and clearer.
- The methodology should not be written in capital letters. The study design and sampling method should be clear, as should the sample size. Reference number nine should be removed as it is irrelevant. The data should be analyzed inferentially, and the ethical consent statement should not be repeated.
- The results lack tables and statistical tests, and there should be p-values ​​and a confidence interval for the results. The tables should be properly formatted and should rely on figures without actual images. Table two should be corrected because it is inconsistent.
- The discussion structure is weak; it should begin with the main findings and focus on the demographic distribution. It should include proper citations, clear cultural or clinical interpretations, and avoid excessive recapitulation of results. It should also include research justifying the high cost of the experimental treatment, - 

- avoid redundancy in discussion and summary in the conclusion, and include practical recommendations. The study's contribution, or future research direction are not addressed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References must be formatted consistently, the DOI identifier must be included, and the references must be complete. Citation numbers must be verified, as they do not always match their appearance in the text. Confusion between different journal citation styles must be avoided. (Reference 9 is deleted.)
	

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


	Grammatical and spelling errors, as well as punctuation mistakes, must be corrected. The use of capital letters should be consistent, and main headings should be well-organized. Tables and figures should include explanatory captions and be correctly positioned, with numbers aligned.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study suffers from a weak abstract, and a lack of scientific clarity. 
The introduction fails to identify the research gap or justify the methodology employed. 
The approach is unclear, lacking detail and proper formatting. 
The results rely on inferential statistics, and the tables and figures need to be formatted correctly. 
The citation style is imprecise and poorly organized. 
The language quality requires significant improvement.
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