Review Form3

	

	Book Name:
	An Overview of Disease and Health Research

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_7309

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Ageing Populations and Geriatric Health: A Global Review of Burden, Preparedness, and Policy Responses

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important because it highlights the growing global challenge of population ageing and its impact on health systems. It summarizes key issues such as chronic diseases, multimorbidity, and gaps in geriatric care. The study also discusses emerging care models and policy strategies for healthy ageing. Overall, it provides useful insights for researchers, healthcare professionals, and policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable as it clearly reflects the focus on ageing populations and challenges in geriatric care. It is concise and relevant to the topic discussed in the manuscript.

If needed, an alternative title could be: “Ageing Population and the Future of Geriatric Healthcare.”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the main focus of the article. However, it could be improved by briefly stating the study objective, key findings, and the main conclusion more clearly. Adding one or two sentences on the implications for geriatric healthcare or policy would also strengthen the abstract. No major deletions are necessary, but minor revisions could improve clarity and focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It accurately presents current evidence on population ageing, geriatric health, chronic diseases, and health-system responses. The references and data cited support the arguments, and the analysis aligns with established research in the field.
	

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

-
	The references are generally sufficient and mostly recent, covering studies from 2021 to 2025. They include peer-reviewed articles, reports, and global health sources. To further strengthen the manuscript, adding a few more references on ''innovative digital health interventions for older adults'' or ''ageing in low-resource settings'' could be helpful.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally clear, professional, and academic. A few sentences could be slightly revised for conciseness and readability, but overall it is appropriate for publication.

	

	Optional/Generalcomments


	The manuscript is well-structured, clear, and scientifically sound. References are recent and relevant, and the language is suitable for academic publication. 

Minor revisions are suggested for abstract clarity, sentence conciseness, and adding a few references on digital health and ageing in low-resource settings. 

Overall, it is suitable for publication after minor revisions.
The content is strong, scientifically accurate, and relevant, but minor improvements in abstract clarity, sentence conciseness, and a few additional recent references could enhance its quality.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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