EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	It has a promising interdisciplinary idea, but it still needs substantial revisions before it would meet the standards of most academic journals.

It contains major methodological inconsistencies, insufficient description of the experiment, and unclear linkage between the AI system, Chinese calligraphy intervention, and reported results. 

In addition, the academic language and structure do not yet meet journal standards.

Here are the major revisions needed

Remove contradictions (the paper claims to be theoretical but presents experimental results). Either this is a theoretical/conceptual paper (then all experimental results must be removed). Or this is an empirical intervention study (then the Introduction must be rewritten to clearly present an implemented experiment).

Completely rewrite the Methodology (sample size - how many children? age? gender? diagnostic criteria?, procedures, AI system, intervention design, ethics, measures).

Clearly describe the Chinese calligraphy intervention and AI model. “Where is the calligraphy in the method?” This must be made concrete.

Clarify participant groups and outcome measures (SLD vs ADHD vs intellectual disability).

Full academic English and structural revision.
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