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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.


	The current title is relevant and to the point, but it is broad and could be improved by adding context, such as the study design and location, to enhance clarity and scientific value.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A more suitable title could be:
Suggested Title: "Assessment of Anxiety Levels and Coping Strategies Among Antenatal Mothers: A Descriptive Survey from Kottayam District, Kerala"
	

	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 effectively summarizes the introduction, objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The study appears methodologically sound as a descriptive survey.

2. The statistical analysis seems appropriate, though further detail on methodology would be needed for a full evaluation (e.g., what coping strategy scales were used, how anxiety was quantified).

3. The association between anxiety and demographic variables aligns with existing literature, supporting the scientific validity of the findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient and recent.
	

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


	The manuscript would benefit from language editing for fluency and academic tone. Clearer sentence construction and consistent tense usage would improve readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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