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	Revision for manuscript:  AI-Driven Detection of Inherited Neurological Disorders Using Genomic and Multi-Omics Data

The manuscript demonstrates strong analytical depth; however, the overall clarity of presentation requires significant improvement. The abstract does not clearly articulate the problem statement, research objectives, key variables, or the specific contribution of the proposed work. Similarly, critical sections such as the study selection and characteristics are insufficiently defined, which obscures how the proposed approach is structured and evaluated.

Several factors are discussed throughout the paper, but the proposed solutions remain ambiguous, making it difficult to clearly map variables, assumptions, and outcomes. Strengthening the conceptual framing and explicitly defining all research variables would substantially improve the readability and coherence of the work.

In addition, the figures require refinement. Figure 5 should be revised to present its content more precisely and concisely, ensuring that it directly supports the narrative. Figure 6 would benefit from graphical enhancement to improve visual clarity and interpretability.

Overall, while the analysis itself is solid, substantial revisions are necessary to improve clarity, structure, and presentation so that the contribution of the proposed work is clearly projected to the reader.
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