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	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 contributes valuable evidence on the prevalence and socioeconomic determinants of frailty among older adults in India using nationally representative WHO-SAGE data. It demonstrates that frailty is not only a biomedical condition of ageing but is strongly shaped by social inequalities such as education, wealth, and rural residence. The study therefore advances the scientific understanding of frailty within the broader framework of the social determinants of health in low- and middle-income countries. Its findings provide an important empirical basis for future research and policy initiatives aimed at promoting healthy ageing in rapidly ageing populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and appropriate.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured, as it clearly presents the essential components of the study. The abstract effectively includes the objective, data source, methodology, key findings, and conclusion, allowing readers to quickly understand the scope and significance of the research. It also reports important quantitative results, such as the overall frailty prevalence (15.5%) and its strong association with age, education, wealth, and other socioeconomic factors, which strengthens its informativeness. However, the abstract could be slightly improved by briefly indicating the policy or practical implications of the findings and clarifying the cross-sectional nature of the data, which would enhance its completeness for readers in public health and social science research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mostly scientifically sound and uses the right methods. Nevertheless, certain scientific constraints must be recognized. The data are cross-sectional and somewhat outdated (2007), which makes it hard to draw conclusions about cause and effect and to see how things are now. Also, the modified frailty index is a little different from the standard Fried phenotype, and this change should be more clearly explained to make sure it can be compared to other studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate but not sufficiently recent. However, the reference list contains very few studies published in the last decade, and almost none from 2020 onward, even though frailty research has expanded rapidly in recent years. Contemporary literature shows that frailty remains a major global health issue associated with increased vulnerability to adverse outcomes among ageing populations. Therefore, while the references include important foundational studies, the manuscript would be stronger if it incorporated more recent empirical studies and systematic reviews (2021–2026) to reflect current scientific developments and improve the article’s scholarly relevance.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall quality of the English in the manuscript are good enough for scholarly communication, but small changes would make it clearer and more precise.

The manuscript uses formal academic language, correct technical terms, and sentences that make sense, which is what you would expect from scholarly writing in public health and social science research.

Some sentences are a little too long or too stylistically dense, which could make some parts harder to read. The manuscript would be clearer overall if it made small changes like shortening long sentences, fixing small spelling mistakes, and making the wording more concise.

In general, the English is good enough for academic publication, but a little professional copyediting or language polishing would make the manuscript even better.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well organized, methodologically appropriate, and provides useful insights into how socioeconomic inequalities shape ageing-related health outcomes. However, the manuscript would benefit from incorporating more recent literature and strengthening the discussion of its theoretical and policy implications. Overall, the study offers a meaningful contribution to research on ageing and social determinants of health.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

None. The manuscript appears to have no significant ethical problems.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There are no obvious conflicts of interest in the manuscript.


	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No obvious signs of plagiarism.
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