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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 provides an essential evaluation of digital content delivery by the Kerala Council for Historical Research (KCHR) website. The study contributes to the scientific community by:

Assessing the accessibility, usability, and effectiveness of digital historical content.

Providing recommendations to improve the website’s engagement and research support functions.

Enhancing the understanding of digital platforms as tools for knowledge dissemination in historical research.

This study is valuable as it addresses digital accessibility and functionality, a crucial factor in academic and public engagement with historical data.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear but could be refined for conciseness and impact. A suggestion:
"Evaluating the Digital Content Delivery and Usability of the Kerala Council for Historical Research (KCHR) Website"
This improves clarity while maintaining the research’s core focus.

	

	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 but needs minor refinement for conciseness.

The methodology is well described but should briefly clarify why webometric analysis was included despite not being the study’s core.

The conclusion should highlight specific improvements needed.

Suggested revision:

Add: “The findings suggest that enhancing search functionality, navigation, and user engagement features can improve accessibility and information retrieval for researchers and the public.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	·  The research is scientifically sound with a clear methodology.

·  The scoring system (1-5 scale) is appropriate for usability evaluation.

·  The use of SiteAnalyzer SEO Tool supports the credibility of technical analysis.

- Minor ambiguity in data collection should be addressed: 

Clearly distinguish between webometric data collection and content analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	·  Some citations need better integration into the discussion for stronger support.

·  Consider adding references discussing best practices in website usability and accessibility for historical research platforms.


	

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


	· The manuscript is generally well-written but has minor grammatical inconsistencies.

· Some sentences lack clarity and need rewording for conciseness.

· Technical terms should be simplified in certain sections (e.g., SEO and webometric analysis).


	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are well-structured but need clearer explanations in the text.

The limitations section could be expanded to mention user feedback as a possible future research area.

Editorial Comments & Suggestions for Improvement

1. Title Improvement

· The title should be more concise while keeping the core message.

2. Abstract Refinement

· Briefly justify the inclusion of webometric analysis.

· Explicitly highlight key improvements recommended for the KCHR website.

3. Language & Readability

· Improve sentence clarity and remove redundancy.

· Simplify technical jargon in some areas.

4. Table & Figure Explanations

· Ensure that every table/figure is clearly referenced and explained in the text to avoid ambiguity.

5. Reference Enhancement

· Include more sources on best practices in digital research platforms to strengthen the discussion.

6. Limitations Section

Expand to mention the need for user feedback studies as a future research direction
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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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