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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 paper highlights a widespread problem in Nigeria, namely the increasing prevalence of under-recognition of psychological distress in older adults. This problem is present in many countries around the world, especially in underdeveloped countries. Perspectives like this are important for pointing out potential solutions to experts in overcoming this problem, which is a serious obstacle for older people to a high level of quality of life for the rest of their lives.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article is suitable.
I suggest that the author shorten the title for clarity.

I suggest the following:
A Perspective on Unrecognized Psychiatric Distress Among Older Adults 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 of the article is comprehensive. 

I suggest that at the end of the abstract, the authors state the aim of this perspective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This article is a review paper that, relying on the previous literature, provides valuable suggestions for the introduction of professional institutions and methods based on evidence in the recognition of psychological distress in the elderly in Nigeria.
The chapter titles are in accordance with the issues that deal with.

The order of sentences is such that they follow one another.
The text repeatedly reiterates the issue of the lack of evidence-based medicine, and that patients are increasingly turning to traditional healers who, due to their insufficient methodological knowledge, can jeopardize diagnosis and treatment.

The authors used valid literature to support their claims.

The conclusion is too long. The conclusion repeats some of the claims made in the main text of the paper. I suggest that the authors shorten the conclusion to five or six sentences.

The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	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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