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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	Congenital heart disease (CHD) is defined as a gross structural abnormality of heart and great vessels (Guettler et al., 2019). CHD is a condition which can be categorised into three distinct diagnostic groups, ranging from simple abnormalities to more complex cyanotic pathologies. These three groups are as follows: simple CHD, moderate severity and great complexity (Warnes et al., 2001) . Its prevalence is estimated to be 8 cases per 1000 lives births with range from 3 to 10 (Van Der Bom et al., 2011). Current estimates indicate that between
0.3 and 0.5 percent of the adult population is affected by CHD (Warnes et al., 2001). However, the Dutch National Congenital Heart Defects registry (CONCOR) has revealed that two-thirds of adult patients suffering from CHD die from a cardiac cause. The most prevalent causes of death were chronic heart failure (26%) at a median age of 51 years and sudden death (19%) at a median age of 39 years (Verheugt et al., 2010).
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