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PART 1: Comments

	From my point of view the paper is relevant and the
intervention is plausible but several critical reporting gaps currently prevent a rigorous interpretation of the findings. I therefore recommend major revision with specific corrections listed below.
	Reviewer’s comment

	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)
	The title is suitable and reflects the topic. I suggest a minor refinement to align claims with the study design:
“Role of Exergaming in Memory and Attention Outcomes in Older Adults: A Pre–Post Exploratory Study”.
	

	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 understandable but it is currently too assertive given the single-group pre–post design. Please add one sentence explicitly stating that there isn’t control group and that findings are preliminary. Consider also reporting effect sizes or at least contextualize that improvements may reflect test–retest effects, expectancy or concurrent changes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The rationale is plausible and the reported pre–post changes are internally consistent but the paper isn't scientifically  robust  in  its  current  form  because  key  elements  needed  to  judge  internal  validity  and reproducibility are missing or insufficiently described. Major concerns include inadequate participant characterization and high-risk of practice effects for cognitive tests over a short interval. I found also insufficient intervention detail for replication and an overly simplified statistical strategy without effect sizes or confidence intervals. Conclusions should be reframed to avoid causal language and to acknowledge that the design supports association rather than effectiveness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	References are broadly relevant but the manuscript would benefit from adding targeted literature on test–
retest effects for MoCA and Trail Making Test in older adults.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable
for scholarly communications?
	The English is understandable but requires academic tone and clarity. Several sentences should be shortened to
avoid overstatement and improve precision.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Would  be  improve  reporting  transparency by  adding  a  baseline  participant table  and  specifying assessor procedures. So also detailing intervention fidelity and adherence definition and strengthening the statistical reporting with effect sizes and 95% confidence intervals. Figures should include clear captions and variability indicators where applicable.
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	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 details)
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