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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.


	In this digital age, this manuscript tackles a particular topic of key importance that is anyway under serious consideration: evaluation of digital content delivery. This investigation finds particular relevance for institutions associated with historical research and the dissemination of knowledge. The findings provide insight into how digital platforms can enhance their usability and accessibility for the benefit of researchers and the general public alike. On the other side, the evaluation criteria in this research could be a hint for forthcoming research on website analysis and content enhancement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and relevant to the study. However, a more concise and structured title could be:
"Evaluating the Digital Content Effectiveness of Kerala Council for Historical Research (KCHR) Website"


	

	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 clearly states the study, its aims, and methods, and key findings. However, a clearer explanation of the evaluation framework should be given in its methods section. These include: 

1. How many parameters of the website were measured

2. The importance of webometric analysis

3. A short conclusion to back means of contribution that this study made.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript scientifically stands as a valid one since systematic analysis is applied in evaluating the website. More detail on assigning ratings would actually make such an evaluation much more transparent.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly recent and relevant, while some additional sources on frameworks of website usability, digital knowledge dissemination, and SEO best practices would improve the literature review.
Suggested references: 

Nielsen, J. (2022). Usability Engineering. Elsevier. 

Liu, S., & Arnett, K. P. (2023). "Critical Success Factors in Website Usability." International Journal of Human-Computer Interaction.
	

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


	While the manuscript has been written well, minor grammatical and awkward phrasing can be adjusted to enhance clarity. For example: The study employs content analysis to gauge the extent and nature of historical data could heavily benefit from revision to put in plain English as follows-the study uses content analysis to assess the breadth and nature of historical data available on the KCHR website. Maintain consistency in terminology, e.g.-web analysis vs. website analysis.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Including comparative analysis with other similar websites could provide additional insights.

The manuscript is well-structured, but revisions are required to improve clarity, methodology explanation, and references.
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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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