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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is highly effective and comprehensive, demonstrating strong research and clear presentation:

It provides a strong, multi-dimensional review covering the health, social, economic, and rights-related problems faced by the elderly in India. The paper is well-supported by robust data from major national sources like the Longitudinal Ageing Study in India (LASI), census data, and government projection. The article includes a detailed section on elder abuse and neglect, covering definitions, global and national prevalence rates, forms of abuse (e.g., oral, financial, neglect), and key correlates like education and living arrangements. The review effectively integrates and evaluates existing policies and programs. The conclusion and recommendations are specific and practical, calling for integrated healthcare screening, caregiver support, legal enforcement, and community-level programs.

Constructive Feedback for Improvement

To further strengthen the manuscript, consider the following points:

· Specify Key Findings in the Abstract: The abstract could be made even stronger by explicitly stating the most prevalent forms of mistreatment or the most significant health or economic burdens identified in the review (e.g., oral abuse, high financial dependency on children).

· Visualize Data Variation: In sections discussing prevalence rates (e.g., elder abuse, depression), consider using a simple table or figure to visually compare the wide-ranging figures from different regional studies (e.g., abuse rates ranging from $5.2\%$ to $50.7\%$).

· Elaborate on "Opportunities": While the introduction mentions "opportunities," the main body focuses heavily on challenges. The paper could briefly elaborate on specific opportunities (e.g., senior citizen contributions, policy leverage) in the policy section to ensure a balanced perspective.

· Strengthen Problem-to-Policy Link in Socio-Economics: The socio-economic section clearly identifies problems (e.g., lack of pension, high healthcare cost). A slightly stronger, direct link to policy responses within this section would improve flow before the final dedicated "Law, Policy and Programs" section.
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