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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 addresses an important limitation of current ASD diagnostic tools by proposing a structured integration of perceptual-cognitive information processing variables with conventional social-behavioural criteria. The attempt to operationalise neurocognitive processing (source memory, working memory, semantic/episodic retrieval and encoding pathways) into a diagnostic scale is potentially original and clinically relevant, especially for reducing misclassification in heterogeneous ASD presentations. With clearer reporting of psychometric outcomes and diagnostic accuracy metrics, the work could provide a meaningful contribution to assessment practice and specialist training.
	

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

	The title is generally informative; however, it is lengthy and slightly repetitive. Consider a more concise title that clearly signals the scale’s purpose and novelty.
Suggested alternative titles (one option is enough):
Perceptual-Cognitive-Behavioural Precision Scale-Revised (PS-PC-ASD-R): Development and Validation for ASD Diagnosis Integrating Perceptual-Cognitive Processing into ASD Diagnosis: Validation of the PS-PC-ASD-R
PS-PC-ASD-R: A Revised Perceptual-Cognitive-Behavioural Scale for Autism Spectrum Disorder Assessment
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly states the rationale, the scale’s conceptual framework, and the overall sample size. However, it is overly long and contains several complex sentences that reduce readability. I recommend shortening the abstract, explicitly reporting key psychometric indices (e.g., reliability coefficients, factor structure, sensitivity/specificity or AUC if available), and clarifying the primary outcome (diagnostic probability at 95% reliability) in a more standard psychometric format. Keywords should explicitly include terms such as ASD diagnosis, perceptual-cognitive processing, working memory, source memory, episodic memory, diagnostic accuracy, psychometrics, and validation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript presents a strong theoretical background (connectivity, cerebellar–cortical networks, central coherence, GABAergic mechanisms) but the argument occasionally shifts between neurobiological evidence and scale construction without a sufficiently clear methodological bridge. The paper would benefit from clearer operational definitions of each scale domain, explicit item examples, and a transparent mapping between theory - items - scoring - diagnostic levels. In addition, the manuscript should standardise terminology (e.g., consistent use of PS-PC-ASD-R; avoid switching to other abbreviations), reduce repetition across sections, and present validation results in a structured psychometric sequence (reliability, validity evidence, group differences, classification performance).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference base is extensive and includes many foundational works; however, the manuscript should ensure that all diagnostic classification references are cited accurately and consistently (especially ICD-11/WHO updates). I recommend adding more recent high-quality sources (last 5 years) specifically on ASD diagnostic instrument validity, diagnostic accuracy, and neurocognitive markers, and ensuring that each major empirical claim is supported by an appropriate primary source. Please also check formatting consistency (e.g., avoid “op. cit.” style; use standard APA/author-year referencing).
	

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

	
The academic tone is appropriate, but the manuscript requires careful language editing for clarity and grammatical accuracy. There are recurring punctuation issues, overly long sentences, and inconsistent expressions (e.g., “ASD’ diagnosis”, “currently mistakes”, occasional redundancy). I recommend professional proofreading and simplifying sentence structure, particularly in the abstract and introductory theoretical sections, to improve readability and precision for an international scholarly audience.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript presents a theoretically rich and ambitious attempt to advance ASD diagnostic practices by systematically integrating perceptual–cognitive processing variables with established behavioural and social criteria. The interdisciplinary framework, drawing on neuropsychology, cognitive neuroscience, and developmental psychopathology, is one of the strengths of the study and reflects a high level of scholarly engagement with contemporary ASD research.

However, the manuscript would benefit from substantial revision before it can be considered for publication. In particular, the structure is overly extensive and repetitive in some sections, which obscures the central contribution of the PS-PC-ASD-R scale. Greater conceptual focus and clearer transitions between theoretical background, scale construction, and empirical validation are needed. The authors are encouraged to streamline the theoretical sections and explicitly foreground how each theoretical construct is operationalised within the scale.

From a methodological perspective, the study would be strengthened by a more transparent and standardised presentation of psychometric evidence. Reliability indices, validity evidence, and diagnostic accuracy indicators should be clearly summarised and presented in a conventional psychometric order. Additionally, clearer item-level examples and scoring procedures would enhance replicability and clinical applicability.

Finally, the manuscript requires careful language revision to improve clarity, reduce sentence length, and correct grammatical inconsistencies. With these revisions, the study has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the field of ASD diagnosis and specialist assessment training.
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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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