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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by addressing the 
increasingly relevant issue of how chronic diseases impact attitudes toward aging among the elderly by 
providing valuable insights into the complex relationship between chronic disease prevalence and the 
psychological well-being of older adults, an area that is becoming more critical as the global population 
continues to age. 
 
I appreciate the manuscript's comprehensive approach to analyzing both the physical and 
psychological effects of chronic diseases, which can inform future strategies for promoting active aging 
and improving the quality of life for the elderly.  
 
However, the manuscript could benefit from further clarification of the causal mechanisms and a 
more robust discussion on potential interventions. Overall, the study presents important findings 
that could influence public health policies and initiatives aimed at supporting the elderly population. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title of the article, "The Impact of Chronic Diseases on Attitudes towards Aging among the Elderly," 
is suitable and effective. The research's focus is well communicated, which is essential for attracting 
the appropriate audience and establishing precise expectations. Overall, the title is appropriate, 
informative, and aligns well with the content of the manuscript. 
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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 article's abstract is often comprehensive, offering a brief summary of the study's background, 
objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions. The text successfully outlines the significance of 
examining the impact of chronic illnesses on elderly individuals' perspectives on aging, including a 
comprehensive overview of the research. 
 
However, I suggest a few areas for improvement: 

1. Clarification of Methods: While the abstract mentions that the study is based on a review of 
previous literature, it could benefit from a more explicit description of the research 
methodology, such as how the data were collected and analyzed. This would provide readers 
with a clearer understanding of the study's approach and rigor. 

2. Inclusion of Specific Findings:it is suggested to use specific data or quantitative findings that 
highlight the severity of the negative effect of chronic diseases on aging attitudes by include 
elements such as percentages, statistical significance, or specific identified trends from the 
study. 

 
Generally, although the abstract is well-organized and provides useful information, making these minor 
revisions could improve its clarity, effectiveness, and relevance to the target audience. 
 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The subsections and structure of the manuscript appear to be appropriately organized and logically 
flow from one section to the next.  
 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript demonstrates scientific correctness and robustness through its thorough review of 
existing literature, which provides a solid foundation for understanding the relationship between chronic 
diseases and attitudes towards aging.In addition, the manuscript demonstrates thoroughness in its 
examination of how chronic diseases affect attitudes about aging. It provides a detailed knowledge of 
the physiological and psychological systems involved. 
 

 

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

The references in the manuscript appear to be both sufficient and carefully selected. 
 
However, there are a few considerations to ensure the references are as robust as possible: 
 

1. Recent References: Although the manuscript contains a combination of older and newer 
references, it is crucial to reflect the latest advancements in the subject. It is advisable to revise 
the literature by include more recent studies, 

2. Additional References:It is advisable to include current relevant research or comprehensive 
reviews that examine the effects of chronic diseases on attitudes towards aging. In addition, 
the manuscript could be enhanced by incorporating relevant policy papers or guidelines from 
health organisations, such as the World Health Organisation, that specifically address the 
topics of ageing and chronic diseases. 
 

In summary, while the references are generally sufficient and relevant, ensuring the inclusion of the 
most recent research and a diverse range of sources could further strengthen the manuscript's 
foundation. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The 
manuscript is written in a clear and formal academic tone, which is appropriate for a scholarly 
audience. The terminology used is precise and aligned with the standards expected in academic 
writing, particularly in the fields of gerontology and public health. 
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. 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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Nurkhairul Bariyah Binti Baharun 
Department, University & Country Universiti Selangor, Malaysia 
 
 
 


