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	Reviewer’s comment

	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 addresses a highly relevant and rapidly evolving area: the use of salivary microRNAs as non-invasive biomarkers for early ASD detection. The clinical gap is real — behavioral diagnosis occurs late, often around 4–5 years of age, and this delay significantly reduces the benefit of early neuroplastic intervention. 

The paper is important for three reasons: It consolidates salivary miRNA literature in ASD, which is currently fragmented. It introduces the concept of polyomics (host + microbiome RNA integration), which is innovative. It discusses translational implications, including phase 2–4 validation.
	

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

	Yes it is suitable.
	

	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 key sentence that needs tempering is the conclusion-style claim that salivary miRNAs show “high diagnostic accuracy for early ASD screening”. Because authors included studies are case-control and not population screening, “screening” is too strong. Authors could rewrite that portion to something like: “Salivary miRNA panels demonstrate promising diagnostic discrimination in case-control settings, but prospective screening validation remains needed.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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

	Yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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