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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 meaningful gap in the existing literature by situating the application of artificial intelligence to intellectual disability specifically within the Indian context, a perspective that has been largely absent from the global scholarly conversation. Given that India accounts for a substantial share of the world's population living with intellectual disability, yet remains severely underserved in terms of diagnostic infrastructure and specialist capacity, a review that maps both the opportunities and the structural barriers of AI in this setting carries genuine relevance for researchers, clinicians, and policymakers. The manuscript also draws productive connections between technical AI developments and the socio-cultural, linguistic, and policy realities of a highly heterogeneous low- and middle-income country, offering a more grounded and contextually sensitive analysis than reviews that treat AI advances in isolation. By synthesising evidence across multiple application domains — screening, assessment, communication support, assistive technology, and education — and identifying federated learning, explainable AI, and participatory design as priority future directions, the review provides a useful orientation for researchers and technology developers seeking to work in this space.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate. It accurately reflects the scope, geographic focus, and structure of the manuscript. No alternative is necessary.
	

	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 broadly comprehensive and covers the major themes of the manuscript. It describes the condition, the Indian context, the domains of AI application reviewed, the key challenges identified, and the overarching conclusions. One minor suggestion would be to include a brief mention of the literature search period (2005–2026) to better signal to readers the temporal scope of the evidence base. The abstract otherwise reads clearly and is appropriately concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound. The definitions and conceptual framing of AI subfields, intellectual disability classification, and the relevant policy landscape are accurate and consistent with current literature. The review draws on well-established sources including WHO reports, the AAIDD framework, and peer-reviewed studies from reputable journals. The authors are appropriately cautious in their claims, consistently noting where evidence remains at a pilot or proof-of-concept stage. The acknowledgement in the limitations section that no formal quantitative synthesis was conducted is honest and appropriate given the heterogeneity of the included literature. The coverage of Indian-specific studies, while necessarily limited by the sparse indigenous evidence base, is handled transparently.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate in breadth and includes both foundational works and more recent publications. The majority of references are from peer-reviewed journals and credible institutional sources. That said, several of the key citations date from 2011 to 2018, and given the rapid pace of development in AI — particularly in large language models and multimodal systems — the authors may wish to consider incorporating more recent publications from 2022 onwards where available, particularly in the sections on NLP, federated learning, and foundation models. The inclusion of Indian-language AI development initiatives from recent years would also strengthen the manuscript's contemporary relevance.
	

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


	Yes. The manuscript is written in clear, fluent, and formal academic English throughout. Sentence construction is consistently appropriate, terminology is used correctly, and the overall prose is well-structured and easy to follow. No significant language revisions are required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall this is a well-organised and clearly written narrative review that makes a reasonable contribution to a relatively underserved area of the literature. The manuscript would benefit from a summary table presenting the key AI applications, representative studies, and their relevance to the Indian context, as this would improve navigability for readers. The discussion of ethical and consent issues in Section 7.4 is one of the stronger sections and reflects a level of nuance that is not always present in technically-oriented AI reviews. The authors are encouraged to expand slightly on practical recommendations — for instance, what specific policy actions or research investments they regard as most urgent — so that the conclusions offer more actionable guidance beyond the general call for interdisciplinary collaboration.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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