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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	It provides an overview of Vietnam’s understanding and work with the autism community. It provides insight into the works and challenges on people working with the autism community. It provides a collection of data which may inform the policy makers of the areas to improve for the autism community. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. Social work in supporting families and their children with autism spectrum disorder in Malaysia
	

	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.


	There is no good flow between the first 3 sentences. They do not seem related. Remove in-text citations. Remove this “……by analyzing and interpreting data from current empirical studies” and add in the summary of the methodology instead. Use past tense. Add in summary of findings and implication. The keywords should be broken up into more specific ones. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but it would be good to tabulate how the finalised list of literature were determined to increase readability. Include also the literature which were excluded and why. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In-text citations and end-text citations do not follow correct APA style. A number of older resources used which is questionable given that this is a literature review and not a theoretical paper. 
	

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


	No. Sentence structure and organisation lacks flow and coherence. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are some overlap of literature reviewed under each research objective. There needs to be better distinguishers between each objective. 
Revision is needed especially in terms of clarity and readability.
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