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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.


	I found that the claim of the advantages of AI within the Nigerian Geriatric Oncological health system is not well substantiated or well-founded as the conditions of Nigerian society need other investment inhealth system. It is to underline the effort made by the authors to highlight the adoption of this new technology in the system; however, there is no clear analysis of the costs-benefits or improvements that this would entail in a health system with different limitations, such as educational and training limitations, which respond to other areas of society, though intertwined with health system they are not directly dependent or will be improve merely with the adopton of AI. I suggest an important improvement of the manuscript by focus on the real improvement for geriatric oncology in the social background in Nigeria as it could be then a good guiding article for other countries with similar limitations and uneven distribution of healthcare infrastructure. Specially interest must be given to analysis AI adoption and the section 4 in the manuscript which would be important contribution for the journal. The limited infrastructure and workforce gap is not discussed as the real problems to solve for a good adoption of AI and its superior uses. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	As I remark it need a better analysis of cost-benefits in applying this technology in Nigeria limited health care system, and add assertive references. To be a better contribution it need to evaluate if AI is what geriatric oncology need of the Government to invest in really.
	

	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 correct, however does not illustrate what is developed in the text, there is no clear guidance to follow for AI adoption in Nigeria.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Need a mayor analysis of the Health care system of Nigeria for the real aplycation of AI..
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, though not related or supportive of the author’s assertions regarding that 
AI will be a solution, on the contrary the references are realistics and contradict the Utopical promises of AI adoption in Nigerians health care system.
Reference 22 and 24 are not supportive of author assertions in the text.
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for academic communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article can be summarized as a negative balance for the adoption of AI in geriatric oncology in Nigeria, and can be improved by generating a cost benefit analysis and guide of needed steps to reach a well founded adoption of AI in Nigeria. As it is, the manuscript is a good illustration of how far is AI of been a real good improvement in healthcare services.
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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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