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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical yet underexplored issue in global health: mental health among aging populations in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs.), with a focus on Nigeria. 

It effectively critiques the neglect of elderly mental health in national policies and global development agendas, exposing the legacy of colonial health systems, donor-driven priorities, and the marginalization of African older adults in research. Using interdisciplinary frameworks and global comparisons, the paper highlights how structural inequalities shape mental health outcomes and calls for rights-based, culturally relevant solutions. 

Its recommendations—including integrating mental health into primary care, strengthening community support systems, and formulating inclusive national policies—offer timely and practical strategies for advancing equity in aging and mental health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the core themes of the manuscript. Yet it can be more attractive with the title below: 
“Unseen Struggles: Social Determinants and Structural Inequalities Shaping Elderly Mental Health in Nigeria”
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly summarizes the study’s background, frameworks, context, key findings, and policy recommendations. 
However, it could benefit from slight tightening for clarity. Especially in methodology section. Author can consider explicitly mentioning the methodology (e.g., review, case study) used in the study to guide readers more clearly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate theoretical framing (SDOH, structural violence, life-course theory) and well-cited literature. It effectively integrates global and local perspectives, and uses illustrative case examples to strengthen its arguments. While primarily qualitative and conceptual in nature, the logical flow and argumentation are strong and appropriate for this type of policy and advocacy-focused research.
	

	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, relevant, and well-balanced between global reports and country-specific studies, with citations as recent as 2025, reflecting good currency. However, the manuscript would benefit from additional empirical evidence specific to Nigeria or the broader West African context—particularly on mental health service utilization and outcomes in geriatric care. Incorporating data from sources such as WHO or HelpAge on elderly mental health in West Africa, as well as studies evaluating the implementation of Nigeria’s Mental Health Act (2021), would further strengthen the evidence base and contextual depth of the analysis.
	

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


	The language is academic, clear, and generally appropriate for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a thoughtful and timely manuscript that contributes meaningfully to the discourse on aging and mental health in LMICs. It has strong policy relevance and provides concrete, actionable recommendations. Adding a brief section on future research directions (e.g., data gaps, empirical studies needed) could further strengthen the conclusion. Inclusion of a short methods paragraph (even in conceptual papers) may also clarify the manuscript’s foundation and structure.
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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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