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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.
	This manuscript presents an innovative and timely proposal for an integrative model of pediatric psychoeducation (PPe) for autism, articulating systemic family functioning (MMFF) with structured parenting interventions (Triple-P). It advances the field of psychoeducation by moving beyond the traditional information-centered approach to propose a family-centered, skill-based, and culturally sensitive framework. The practical mapping between principles and domains (MMFF/Triple-P), as well as the example of a 90-minute session, enhances its clinical and educational applicability. Although conceptual in nature, the manuscript outlines a clear research agenda with the potential to guide multicenter studies and public policies focused on family-based interventions in autism.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Appropriate and informative
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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.
	
I suggest the following improvements:
· Clarity and flow: use shorter sentences, avoid repetition, and make the text more direct.
· The introduction of the problem and research gap is clear, but the objective and expected outcomes should be more prominently highlighted.
· Grammatical correction: integrate fragmented sentences and adjust redundant terms (e.g., “family dynamics” vs. “family functioning”).
· Style and conciseness: reduce the text by approximately 15%, maintaining technical focus.
· Terminological review: standardize terminology and adopt a more precise and academic scientific language.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Conceptually coherent and theoretically valuable, but lacking empirical substantiation and methodological precision. The framework’s conceptual mapping is clear, but methodological rigor is limited, there are no proposed outcome measures, evaluation instruments, or implementation parameters (frequency, duration, participant criteria).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references are sufficient and relevant, but the addition of implementation-focused and
technology-integrated studies would enhance scientific robustness and contextual alignment with current global trends in pediatric mental health research. There are still some gaps in cross-cultural adaptation and scalability studies in low- and middle-income countries.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Overall, the English quality is acceptable for publication after light language editing, ideally by a native or professional academic editor to polish syntax and ensure stylistic consistency across sections.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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