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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is very important as it addresses contemporary issue on drugs abuse and use of AI in communication in health sectors. This review has potential to open new research areas as the use of AI has become prevalent in the society. It also highlights the ethical issues in the use of the AI which is very important and in line with the current discussion among scholars. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic seems to be hanging with each variable not showing any relationship hence does not clearly communicate the problem. However, considering the emergence and the implications of Artificial Intelligence use on health communication and its relationship with drug abuse, the authors can revise the topic as: "The Role of Artificial Intelligence in enhancing Drug Abuse Prevention and Health Communication: Ethical Dilemmas and Solutions."

I feel that this title emphasizes the dual focus on Artificial Intelligence’s potential benefits in improving drug abuse prevention, health communication strategies  and addressing the existing ethical challenges in using AI.
	

	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 fairly written the authors has presented the problem and the purpose of the study, it has also presented the recommendations and conclusion. While the author has mentioned that the paper is a desktop research methodology. I feel that the researcher should mentioned what type of desktop research was used and briefly explain the procedure used and how data was synthesized and analysed. 

The author mentioned in the 11th lines of the abstract that the researcher argues, I feel the author should present the findings of the study instead of his or her arguments. Therefore the section should be replaced by findings. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The manuscript is moderately scientific. However, there is need to improve on research methodology, the author needs to highlight the scope of the study, from my reading the review seems to focus on Nigeria, however, this does not come out clearly. In addition, it is hard to distinguish what the findings of the reviewed article are and just a general information. 
2. In the introduction, the author has spent more time on definitions of drug abuse and AI, while this is important to the reader the researcher needs to focus on what problems exist between the drug abuse, health communication, AI and ethical challenges. The introduction should also point out why this study is important and the gaps it seeks to address. 

3. In paragraph 2 in the introduction, line one the author mention that Reports also had it that in States of the federation like Kano, Delta, Lagos and Rivers, substance abuse has reached an epidemic proportion……. The author should cite these reports by mention who reported them and when.

4. In the statement of the problem page 3 line write that A report by the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime…… the author should indicate the date of when this was authored 

5. The author has mentioned that the research was desktop research. There is need to describe or explain how this desk research was carried out. For example, was there a methods use in the search of information, was their exclusion or inclusion criteria, were there specific data base that the researcher reviewed, how was the relevance of the articles determined, how did the researcher analysed the data, was their any check list for extraction of information  information is important to show how the study was carried out. I recommend the author to check on PRISMA framework, SALSA farmwork and PICOC to enhance the methodology on desk research.

6. There is lack of flow after the methodology. On the subtitle, Types of Substance Abuse or Drug Abuse 2 sources are cited Wikipedia (2021 cited in Haladu, 2023) while Wikipedia has important information, I feel there is need to cite more scientific and scholarly material. 
7. In the section causes or reasons for drug abuse in the society the author mention A lot of studies have….. but the author does not cite the studies. 
8. The entire section after the methodology should incorporate the reviews findings with sources clearly indicated followed by scholarly discussion of those findings. I suggest that the author to present the findings first then a sections to discuss them.  I suggest this format:
9. In this subheading

Findings 
Author

title

Methodology 

Findings 

Discussion

Recommendations

Conclusions 

There is need also show the link between drug abuse, health communication, AI and the ethical issue which is lacking throughout the review as most have been reviewed independently 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The scholar has cited some relevant sources, but the citation is not sufficient and some are incomplete. In the     Statement of the Problem. A report by the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime in Nigeria indicates that 14.4% (14.3% million) of people aged between 15 and 64 years abuse drugs (this citation is incomplete)  v. Socioeconomic Status of the Parents,  this section needs citation as it makes some claims 
The author should avoid citing like Muthigani (1995 cited in Enamhe, and Maxwell-Borjor, 2021) I suggest that the author to cite only the primary source. 
The citing needs to be consistent if using APA 
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article has a great potential as the topic suggest. However, there are significant gaps that must be addressed. 
The author should bring out clearly how AI has been used in the treatment and diagnosis of drug abuse, and if there are any ethical concerns when used in the treatment or diagnosis.

It should also demonstrate how AI has aided in communication, data protection of drug abusers is their any evidence. The author has presented this independently without linking the concepts. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No
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