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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 (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 controversial public health issue concerning the safety of acetaminophen use during pregnancy and its potential association with autism spectrum disorder. Given the widespread use of acetaminophen globally, a balanced and evidence-based synthesis of existing epidemiological and mechanistic data is critically important. The review contributes to scientific clarity by highlighting methodological limitations, confounding factors, and the distinction between association and causation. It provides valuable guidance for clinicians, researchers, and policymakers navigating conflicting evidence and public concern.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title 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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well-structured.
It clearly outlines the background, objectives, key findings from epidemiological and mechanistic studies, and clinical implications. No major additions or deletions are required. The abstract appropriately emphasizes confounding and the absence of definitive causal evidence, which aligns well with the manuscript’s conclusions.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and up to date.
They include recent large-scale cohort studies, umbrella reviews, regulatory statements (FDA, HHS, WHO), and mechanistic research published up to 2025. No additional references are essential at this stage.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication.
The manuscript is clearly written, well organized, and uses appropriate academic terminology throughout. Only minor copyediting may be needed during final typesetting.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a balanced, responsible, and clinically relevant synthesis of a sensitive topic. The inclusion of sibling-controlled evidence and regulatory perspectives significantly strengthens the review. Figures and summary tables enhance clarity and reader understanding.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No.
This is a narrative review based on previously published data and does not involve human or animal experimentation. Therefore, no ethical approval was required.
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