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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.


	The manuscript addresses scrub typhus, a re-emerging vector-borne disease that remains under-reported despite its high public health relevance in Asia. Long-term surveillance analyses are relatively scarce, and therefore a thirteen-year dataset provides valuable insight into epidemiological patterns, disease seasonality, and spatial clustering. The findings contribute to regional infectious disease epidemiology and may support evidence-based public health planning, especially in endemic settings. Additionally, the district-level heterogeneity highlighted by the study could inform targeted interventions and enhance early diagnosis strategies in comparable ecological environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and methodology of the study. It clearly indicates epidemiological trends, seasonality, spatial distribution, and the long-term nature of the analysis.

Optional refinement suggestion:

“Long-Term Epidemiological Trends, Seasonal Dynamics, and Spatial Heterogeneity of Scrub Typhus in Kerala, India (2012–2024): A Surveillance-Based Analysis”
	

	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 structured and informative, summarizing objectives, methods, results, and conclusions effectively. However, several improvements are recommended:

-Add study design terminology (e.g., retrospective descriptive epidemiological study) explicitly.

-Briefly mention data source (state surveillance system/DHS) to strengthen methodological transparency.

-Include one sentence on limitations, since most journals require balanced abstracts.

-Consider clarifying whether cases were laboratory-confirmed or surveillance-confirmed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears scientifically sound. Epidemiological indicators such as incidence rate, mortality rate, and case fatality rate are defined appropriately. Statistical testing using chi-square analysis for seasonal variation is suitable for categorical distribution assessment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include several classic and relevant studies and appear generally adequate. Inclusion of recent literature (2021–2025) is positive. Nevertheless:

Suggested improvements:

-Add at least 2–3 recent global or regional epidemiological studies (2022–2024) on scrub typhus surveillance or spatial epidemiology.

-Consider citing WHO or national vector-borne disease surveillance frameworks for methodological grounding.

-Include references on spatial epidemiology methods if spatial conclusions are emphasized.
	

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


	The English language quality is good and suitable for scholarly communication. Terminology is accurate and consistent with epidemiological writing conventions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The Materials and Methods section is detailed, which improves reproducibility; however, the structure could be streamlined by merging overlapping subsections.

2. Figures are referenced but methodological details for figure generation are minimal.

3. Discussion is well contextualized with previous literature, which strengthens interpretability.

4. Consider adding a short subsection on public health policy implications or surveillance recommendations.
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