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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 shines a light on the power of technology in transforming therapy for children with autism spectrum disorder (ASD). By blending digital tools with occupational therapy, it opens up new possibilities for helping children improve their attention span, communication, and daily interactions in a way that feels natural and engaging, this study encourages the scientific community to explore innovative, tech-driven solutions that can be tailored to meet the unique needs of children with ASD, ensuring they receive the support they truly deserve.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I see the current title is will informative but long and could be more concise. 

a suggested alternative is:

"Integrating Digital Applications with Occupational Therapy: A Case Study on Behavioral Changes in Children with Autism Spectrum Disorder"
	

	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 generally comprehensive, but there are areas to be improved. 

 my suggestions:

1- Clarify the Digital Application’s Role – While the abstract mentions the integration of a digital application with occupational therapy, it should briefly describe how the application works and what features contribute to behavioral changes.

2- Specify Measurable Outcomes – The abstract should include specific improvements observed in the children (e.g., increased attention span, improved social interactions).

3- Highlight the Study’s Broader Implications – Briefly mention how this research contributes to the future of therapy for ASD and potential applications beyond the study’s scope.

4- "Therapy sessions are the only known treatment for mental health issues." – This is an oversimplification. Other treatments, such as medication and lifestyle interventions, also play a role. Consider rewording to acknowledge different approaches.

5- "This collaboration of treatment and technology was then monitored for 3-4 weeks." – It would be better to specify how often sessions occurred and what kind of monitoring was done.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound regardint the  methodology and approach and aligns with existing research on using digital interventions for children with ASD.

The methodology is well-structured, with clear participant selection criteria and data collection techniques.

The findings are relevant and provide valuable insights into therapy enhancement through digital applications.

While The results section needs more statistical analysis or quantitative comparisons (e.g., pre- and post-intervention scores).

With clarification on Measurement Tools – It’s unclear whether standardized assessment tools were used to measure behavioral changes.  The author has to address potential bias – observations were made by researchers, teachers, and parents, but no mention is made of controlling for observer bias. This should be addressed or acknowledged as a limitation.

The discussion should more explicitly compare findings with previous studies to position the research within the broader scientific community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript are generally relevant and cover important aspects of autism spectrum disorder, digital therapy, and patient-centered care, include a mix of foundational texts (e.g., DSM-5) and recent studies.

The manuscript cites research on digital interventions, which aligns with the study’s focus.While some references are from 2024, others date back to 2012-2014, incorporating more recent studies (from the last 5 years) would strengthen the literature review.

Also there are gaps in literature not coversed with citations from previous studies as longterm impacts of digital tools in ASD therapy.


	

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


	The language in the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication . The writing is clear and structured logically.

Technical terms related to ASD and therapy are used correctly.

But some sentences are overly long or contain minor grammatical issues that could impact readability, some phrases, such as “this collaboration of treatment and technology,” could be refined for more precise meaning with ensure of uniformity in terms like "occupational therapy" "digital solutions"  "therapeutic intervention"


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a meaningful and relevant discussion on the role of digital applications in occupational therapy for children with ASD. While the study is well-structured and offers significant contributions, the mentioned amandements are necessary to enhance its academic rigor and overall impact. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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