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	howDid7:  I agree with the decision to publish this article and believe it was an easy decision to make. This topic is relevant to child life services because it presents barriers that increase the risk for poor psychosocial outcomes for siblings of children with cancer. 
	rationaleIs8:  This topic is relevant to readers who work in the health care setting. It is also relevant to parents who have a child in the hospital as well as children that are not ill. This is such an important topic for child life because understanding the barriers can help child life specialists adjust to better serve to siblings. 
	backgroundDoes9:  This article uses many cited work which are all relevant to the topic. Many of these refrences are related to siblings of children with cancer, family centered care, and psychosocial care for parents. 
	methodsIs10:  The research question is focused on "addressing research gaps reguarding multilevel barriers to support siblings at the health care system, oncology center and family levels". Because this is a qualitative study, self-reported surveys were used to collect data. 
	conclusionsDo11: The conclusions in the article accurately reflect the data. The key barriers found in the study were logistical issues, lack of resources, and insufficient trainging for psychosocial care providers. I found two limiitations presented in this article such as, possible biases from self-reported data, and having too small of a sample size. The sample size should be a lot higher not just 27 psychosocial care providers. In the future, the authors should see if targeted training programs for the psychoocial care providers are effective or not. They also need to implement assessment protocols for siblings, along with intervention plans. 
	contextIs13:  This paper is diretly relevant to child life by addressing challenges faced by psychosoial care providers in supporting siblings of children with cancer. Child life specialists provide emotional and psychological support to children and their families which includes siblings who are often overlooked. The innovative ideas presented in the article include: telehealth services, collaborative models, and tailored intervention plans. The article acknowledges the limited resources in healthcare environments aswell as the need for implementing training for the health care workers. This article could improve its treatment of culture, race and systematic injustice. 
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