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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 significantly advances ASD diagnostics by integrating often-overlooked perceptual-cognitive dimensions, such as source memory, episodic memory, neural connectivity, and semantic integration, into the empirically validated PS-PC-ASD-R scale. With a robust sample of 346 participants across all ASD severity levels and strong psychometric properties (Cronbach’s α = .91), it offers a more nuanced, individualized, and neurodevelopmentally grounded diagnostic approach.
	

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

	
Yes, the title is clear, accurate, and reflects the content and purpose of the manuscript.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the rationale, methodology, sample size, and diagnostic aims of the PS-PC-ASD-R. However, it would benefit from briefly mentioning the scale’s empirical validation (e.g., comparative analysis with ADI-R and reliability metrics) to strengthen its scientific credibility upfront.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-structured, and grounded in current neurocognitive and clinical literature on ASD.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes. The manuscript cites a comprehensive and up-to-date body of literature (including key works up to 2025, such as the ICD-11a-R), with strong representation of neurocognitive, developmental, and diagnostic research in ASD. No major omissions are noted.
	

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

	
The English is generally suitable for scholarly communication.



	

	Optional/General comments

	

The PS-PC-ASD-R represents a promising step toward more holistic ASD assessment. The inclusion of developmental context, fiction/imagination tasks, and perceptual-cognitive coding is innovative. However, the manual would benefit from clearer operational definitions of scoring (e.g., how “fictional understanding” is quantified) and accessibility considerations for non-specialist clinicians. Future work should include cross-cultural validation and comparison with gold-standard instruments like ADOS-2.
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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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