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1. This study examined the airway microbiome profile of pediatric pulmonary hypertension (PH) patients associated with congenital heart disease (CHD).
2. The results showed that the pharynx microbiota composition in the CHD-PH group varied from that in the CHD or control group, and there was an increased presence of Streptococcus and Rothia in pediatric CHD-PH patients.
3. The correlation between bacterial abundance and transthoracic echocardiography indexes in CHD-associated PH indicated that different groups of microbiomes may be related to different PH grades.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy, as it is published in a reputable journal, Lippincott Williams & Wilkins Open Access, and has been peer-reviewed by experts in the field. The authors have provided detailed information about their methods, results, and conclusions, which are supported by evidence from previous studies. Furthermore, they have discussed potential limitations of their study such as small sample size and lack of longitudinal data. 
However, there are some points to consider when assessing the trustworthiness of this article. Firstly, the authors do not provide any information about potential conflicts of interest or sources of funding for their research. Secondly, while they discuss potential limitations of their study such as small sample size and lack of longitudinal data, they do not explore any counterarguments or alternative explanations for their findings. Finally, while they discuss possible implications for clinical practice based on their findings, they do not provide any evidence to support these claims or discuss potential risks associated with them.
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· Conflict of interest in research
· Sources of funding for research
· Longitudinal data in research
· Counterarguments in research
· Clinical implications of research
· Risks associated with clinical practice
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