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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 is significant for the scientific community as it provides a systematic evaluation of the Kerala Council for Historical Research (KCHR) website, which serves as a key digital resource for historical knowledge dissemination. By employing content analysis and webometric evaluation, the study highlights the strengths and weaknesses of the website in terms of accessibility, usability, and engagement. The findings contribute valuable insights into how digital platforms can enhance research accessibility and user experience for scholars, students, and the general public.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is somewhat clear but could be more concise and impactful. An alternative title could be” Evaluating the Accessibility and Usability of the KCHR Website for Historical Research”.
	

	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 well-structured and provides a clear overview of the study, but it could be improved. Mention the specific user groups and how the website meets or fails to meet their needs. Provide a summary of the key recommendations for improvement. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically correct, but improvements in methodology clarity, literature review depth, and precise data-backed analysis would increase its academic rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and recent, but the manuscript would benefit from additional sources on:

Usability principles and best practices. Digital heritage dissemination frameworks. Web accessibility standards for historical and research websites.


	

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


	A professional language editing or proofreading session is recommended before submission.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically valid but needs clarity, conciseness, and proofreading improvements before submission.
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