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%ongenital heart diseases (CHDs) remain a It is the main cause of illness and death (...)”
Rephrase this sentence. Can the authors notice that there is a huge mistake in syntax?

“Earlier investigations have focused on heart rate variability (HRV) in certain cardiac abnormalities like tetralogy of Fallot.”
Which ‘earlier investigations'? Where are the references?

“The Ethics Committee, Faculty of Medicine, Tanta University had approved the study.”
Please provide the Ethical Committee registry/approval number.

No power analysis was performed. Therefore, it is not possible to know whether the analysis of the results of the present study is a true
finding or a pure chance. This may compromise the entire validity of this study.

Most of the Discussion section consists of paragraphs beginning with a repetition of the results followed by the citation of the results of
other studies, without an actual discussion of the findings of the study. In other words, a discussion of the findings is inexistent.

The limitations of the study were neither pointed out nor discussed.
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