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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 review provides a comprehensive synthesis of contemporary evidence on early intervention approaches for children with Autism Spectrum Disorder, integrating findings from randomized controlled trials, meta-analyses, and longitudinal studies. By consolidating outcomes across cognitive, language, adaptive, social-communication, and behavioral domains, the manuscript offers a valuable reference for clinicians, researchers, and policy-makers involved in pediatric neurorehabilitation and early childhood intervention. The manuscript also highlights critical moderating factors influencing intervention effectiveness, which is essential for individualized treatment planning. Overall, it contributes meaningfully to advancing evidence-based, family-centered early intervention practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is appropriate but can be refined to improve scientific indexing and clarity.
Suggested alternative title:
“Impact of Early Intervention on Developmental Outcomes in Children with Autism Spectrum Disorder: A Comprehensive Review”
	

	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.


	The abstract is largely comprehensive and accurately reflects the manuscript content. However, it would benefit from being restructured into a structured abstract format with clear subheadings (Background, Objective, Methods, Results, Conclusion) to improve clarity and journal compliance. Additionally, including brief quantitative descriptors (e.g., approximate effect sizes, IQ gain ranges, or intensity thresholds) would further strengthen its scientific rigor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The arguments and interpretations are consistent with the current evidence base, and the review appropriately synthesizes high-quality randomized controlled trials, systematic reviews, and meta-analyses. The discussion of neuroplasticity, intervention models, and outcome moderators is accurate and aligned with contemporary autism intervention research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is robust, relevant, and includes many high-impact and recent publications up to 2023. The inclusion of major RCTs and large meta-analyses strengthens the scientific credibility of the manuscript.
Optional suggested additions for further enrichment include:
· Schreibman et al. (2020). Naturalistic Developmental Behavioral Interventions: Evidence and future directions.
· Vivanti et al. (2018). Outcomes of early interventions for autism: A review of recent evidence.
· Lord et al. (2020). Autism spectrum disorder. The Lancet.


	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates good conceptual clarity; however, it requires moderate English language editing to correct grammatical inconsistencies, improve sentence flow, and ensure uniform scholarly tone. With professional language refinement, it would meet international publication standards.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is timely, well-researched, and addresses a critical area of pediatric neurorehabilitation. With minor language polishing, restructuring of the abstract, and formatting improvements, it has strong potential for acceptance in peer-reviewed rehabilitation and developmental medicine journals.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No major ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. This is a narrative review article that synthesizes findings from previously published studies and does not involve direct experimentation on human participants or animals. All information is derived from ethically approved primary research studies, and the manuscript appropriately cites original sources. Therefore, no additional ethical approval is required for this type of review.
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