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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 significant and under-researched area: the mental health of elderly populations in Nigeria within a global and postcolonial context. By applying interdisciplinary frameworks and integrating empirical case studies, it contributes to the growing discourse on aging, health disparities, and social determinants in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs). It fills a notable gap by combining mental health, structural inequality, and gerontology in a Sub-Saharan African setting, making it valuable for global health researchers, policymakers, and mental health professionals. The manuscript encourages the international research community to reconsider aging and mental health beyond high-income contexts and calls for inclusive, culturally relevant interventions and policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and effectively conveys the scope and themes of the paper. However, for improved clarity and global accessibility, you may consider a slightly revised version:


Suggested Title (Optional):


“Social Determinants and Structural Inequalities in Mental Health Among Nigeria’s Aging Population: A Global and Postcolonial Analysis”
	

	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, clearly summarizing the key themes, methods, and implications. It successfully establishes the context, highlights key findings, and outlines recommended interventions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. It presents a logical progression of arguments, integrates theoretical frameworks appropriately, and uses relevant global comparisons. The use of WHO and UN data is appropriate, and the analysis of cultural, structural, and gender-based factors is nuanced and evidence-based. The manuscript also draws on both global and local contexts, strengthening its validity.

	

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

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


	Yes, the English language and academic tone are appropriate for scholarly communication.
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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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