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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.

	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title): It needs to be reviewed 

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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

	
	

	Optional/General comments

	The research is rich in content and demonstrates scientific depth. 
It has the potential to contribute significantly to the existing body of knowledge and may even redefine certain perspectives, particularly in southwest Nigeria.
However, much of the manuscript lacks coherence, making it difficult to follow. The authors are strongly encouraged to rephrase the majority of the document for clarity.

They should use appropriate English connectors to ensure smooth transitions between sentences and logical flow between paragraphs. 
Additionally, references need to be properly cited in relevant sections, and more references should be included where necessary.
Finally, careful attention must be given to correcting typographical and grammatical errors throughout the text.
The discussion section should not simply repeat the results. Instead of presenting exact figures again, use expressions such as “two-thirds,” “one-fifth,” or “more than half” to summarize the findings. Then, focus on comparing these findings with those of other studies.

After each comparison, it’s important to discuss the public health significance of any differences observed, and offer possible explanations for why these differences exist. These key points are currently missing and should be included to strengthen your work.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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