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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 present manuscript is topical and valuable in terms of contribution to the discourse of global health because it highlights the issue of mental health in elderly populations in a low-income, postcolonial world. It covers a significant research gap, such as the lack of representation of African seniors into global mental health studies, and resists donor-led approaches and historical colonialism of health services. Placing Nigerian experience in the context of wider aging patterns and health disparities across the world environments is not only providing regional nuance but contributes to comparative-international researches. The suggestions on the integrated and rights-based policy public health intervention have variously been beneficial to the context of the practitioners in the health industry, policymakers as well as international development agencies since it adds to the practical and scholarly contribution of the manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is well suitable for the study

A sound interdisciplinary perspective is one of the main merits of this contribution, which conceptualizes a little-known trend, mental health among the elderly in Nigeria, at a social level. A narrative becomes enhanced with the inclusion of global comparisons and case studies on the local level. Nevertheless, to serve its policy and academic purposes better, I would suggest making the methodology more clear, with a possible addition of empirical data, and an outlay of the feasibility of the suggested interventions in practice. The enhancement of these points will go a long way in enhancing the overall effectiveness of the paper as well as its credibility.
	.

	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 written nicely and gives a full idea about what the paper is trying to do. It tells the main purpose clearly and also what kind of frameworks the study is using like WHO model and also postcolonial thinking, which is important in this topic. It also says what are the main problems and issues older people in Nigeria are facing, like poor health care, poverty, and gender issues. The way it connects Nigeria with other countries and shows global patterns is done well.

But still, it can say little bit about what method is used in the study because that part is not told. Also maybe add one line on what this study is giving new to the academic work or theory part. The flow is there, but one or two lines can be made shorter to make it more easier to read. Still overall it’s a good abstract with strong global and social viewpoint that is needed for this kind of research

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The section looks scientifically right, it gives proper examples and uses theory like social determinants in good way. The field cases also match what other studies already said about mental health in older people, so it feels well connected and real.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference are very sufficient and completely relevant to the recent studies.
	

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


	English quality is very good but there are some types which can be improve in various section.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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)
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