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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 manuscript is highly relevant to the scientific and nursing communities because it systematically identifies and compares nursing diagnoses before and after pediatric cardiac catheterization, a critical yet underexplored phase of care in children with congenital heart disease. By applying the NANDA-I taxonomy within a real-world clinical setting, the study strengthens evidence-based nursing practice and highlights gaps in diagnostic accuracy, particularly in the post-catheterization period. The findings contribute to improving the Systematization of Nursing Care by supporting more precise clinical judgment, patient safety, and individualized interventions in pediatric cardiology. Moreover, the study adds valuable data from a reference hospital in the Brazilian Amazon, expanding the geographical and epidemiological representation in pediatric cardiovascular nursing research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable because it clearly reflects the study population (children), the clinical context (cardiac catheterization), and the main focus (nursing diagnoses before and after the procedure). However, it is relatively long and could be more concise and analytically focused to better attract readers and align with international scientific publishing standards. Suggested alternative titles: 
1. (Nursing Diagnoses in Pediatric Patients Before and After Cardiac Catheterization: A Descriptive Study) 
2. (Pre- and Post-Cardiac Catheterization Nursing Diagnoses in Children with Congenital Heart Disease)

3. (Analysis of Nursing Diagnoses in Children Undergoing Cardiac Catheterization in a Pediatric Cardiology Unit)

 These alternatives maintain the original meaning while improving clarity, conciseness, and scientific impact.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly presents the aim, methodology, results, and conclusion of the study. It allows readers to understand the scope, setting, and main findings without consulting the full text. However, a few refinements could strengthen its scientific clarity, completeness, and international readability.
Suggested improvements: 
1. Clarify the study population and context more explicitly
2. Add a brief statement on the clinical or scientific relevance
3. Refine the Results section for conciseness and focus
4. Strengthen the Conclusion with a clear contribution statement
5. Minor terminology adjustment
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and publishable, with its conclusions supported by the data presented. Addressing the noted points would further enhance its rigor, clarity, and credibility, especially for international journals and evidence-based nursing practice.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally sufficient, relevant, and appropriate for the scope of the manuscript. It includes a solid combination of foundational sources (e.g., NANDA-I taxonomy, classic pediatric cardiology and nursing studies) and recent literature, with several references published between 2021 and 2025, which supports the scientific currency of the work. The references adequately cover congenital heart disease, cardiac catheterization, pediatric nursing care, and nursing diagnoses, aligning well with the study objectives. However, a few improvements are recommended to further strengthen the scientific rigor and international impact of the manuscript:
1. Balance between national and international literature
2. Expand recent pediatric catheterization and nursing-diagnosis literature

3. Clarify conceptual references on pediatric anxiety and development
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and adequate for conveying the scientific content, but they are not yet fully suitable for high-level scholarly communication, particularly for international journals. The text clearly reflects the authors’ scientific knowledge; however, it shows consistent signs of direct translation from Portuguese, which affects fluency, precision, and academic tone.
 Key language-related observations and suggestions:
1. Grammar and syntax issues There are frequent problems with verb tense consistency, article usage (a/an/the), prepositions, and sentence structure. While these do not invalidate the science, they reduce readability and may distract reviewers. 
2. Academic style and cohesion Some sentences are overly long, repetitive, or loosely structured, which affects clarity. Greater use of concise phrasing, logical connectors, and standard academic expressions would improve flow and professionalism. 
3. Terminology consistency Certain terms are used inconsistently or imprecisely (e.g., adult-focused terms in a pediatric context). Standardizing terminology according to international nursing and pediatric cardiology literature is recommended.
4. Clarity in the Abstract and Discussion These sections particularly require linguistic refinement to ensure that key findings and interpretations are communicated clearly and confidently to a global audience
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Based on the information provided in the manuscript, no major ethical issues are identified, and the study appears to be conducted in accordance with accepted ethical standards for research involving human subjects.
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