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	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 a valuable contribution to understanding the differential impacts of COVID-19 across age groups in Malappuram District, Kerala, India. The study highlights critical issues such as mental health deterioration, economic instability, and educational disruptions, which are essential for policymakers and healthcare providers. The localized focus adds depth to existing literature on pandemic effects in rural and semi-urban Indian contexts. The recommendations for age-specific interventions are practical and actionable, making this research highly relevant for post-pandemic recovery strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the study's focus. However, to enhance specificity, consider:
"Age-Specific Impacts of COVID-19 in Malappuram District, Kerala: A Study on Mental Health, Economic Well-being, and Coping Mechanisms."
	

	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 but could benefit from:

1. A brief mention of the methodology (e.g., sample size, data collection tools).

2. Key statistical findings (e.g., "73% of elderly reported severe mental health impacts").

3. A stronger concluding sentence emphasizing policy implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, with clear objectives, a logical methodology, and well-supported conclusions. However:

· Clarify the sampling method (random/convenience) and justify the sample size (n=140).

· Address potential biases in self-reported data (e.g., social desirability bias in responses about government guidelines).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but could include:

1. Kerala-specific studies: E.g., "Health System Resilience in Kerala During COVID-19" (Rajesh et al., 2021).

2. Global comparisons: E.g., "Age Disparities in COVID-19 Outcomes" (Nature Aging, 2022).


	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication but requires minor editing for conciseness (e.g., avoid repetitive phrases in the Results section).
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