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	Author’s Feedback (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 addresses a highly relevant issue, focusing on the financial anxiety and coping mechanisms of senior citizens who worked in the unorganized sector—a segment that constitutes the majority of India’s workforce. By studying Kerala as a case, it provides empirical evidence on how inadequate financial planning and lack of pension schemes affect old-age security. The findings have implications not only for policymakers but also for financial educators, social scientists, and welfare organizations. The research contributes to filling a knowledge gap on how financial literacy and behavior across the life course impact well-being in later life, making it significant for both national and global discussions on financial inclusion and ageing.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	  The title is suitable as it clearly reflects the focus on financial well-being, anxiety, and coping mechanisms of senior citizens from the unorganized sector.

  Suggested Alternative (more concise): Financial Anxiety and Satisfaction Among Senior Citizens in India’s Unorganised Sector: Evidence from 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 covers background, objectives, and key findings, but it is slightly lengthy and could be more structured.

  Suggested improvements:

· Mention the sample size and methodology briefly for clarity.

· Highlight the key results (e.g., association between saving and investment, financial anxiety vs. satisfaction).

· Avoid repetition of introductory ideas already in the introduction.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  The manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of research design (descriptive and analytical, chi-square tests, regression analysis, t-tests).

  Hypotheses are well-structured, and statistical testing supports the conclusions.

  However, in places, interpretation seems more narrative than analytical (e.g., use of anecdotal examples like Colonel Sanders). These could be shortened or connected more directly to findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are sufficient, well-cited, and include both Indian and international studies.

· Most are recent (2012–2022), but a few older references (2011, 2014) could be supplemented with the latest studies on ageing and financial literacy (post-2020).

· Suggested addition: World Bank or OECD reports on ageing and financial literacy for broader global context.


	

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


	  The manuscript is readable and conveys the message, but some sentences are long and grammatically inconsistent.

  Example: “The financial anxiety can positively or negatively influence the financial environment of an individual.” could be rephrased as “Financial anxiety can either positively or negatively influence an individual’s financial environment.”
  Minor editing for grammar, conciseness, and scholarly tone is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The Statement of Problem and Significance of Study are strong, but some sections (Results and Discussion) repeat literature review insights rather than focusing solely on findings.

  Tables should be formatted more clearly for readability (e.g., include proper titles and significance notes).

  A limitations and future research section would strengthen the manuscript.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

No ethical issues are evident. The study is based on survey data with senior citizens, and due care is mentioned in data collection.
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