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	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.


	The authors have put in lots of effort in screening the geriatric residents of a hard to reach community in Nigeria. This population is often neglected as they are usually not the prime bread earners of the family. Without an estimate of the burden of NCD in them, it would be difficult to streamline health programmes for their welfare.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes but it is exceeding the word limit of 300

The authors should structure the abstract as per the sample abstract on the website of the journal

Better to use the term “older adults” in abstract as it is there in the title

Sampling technique is different from text
SPSS full form is incorrect

Statistical tests have not been described appropriately. Besides, the guidelines for reporting P has not been followed

MeSH terms should be used for writing key words 

The whole text should be in past tense

The results and conclusion are not in line with the objectives
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, there are many technical errors.
The authors might consider rewriting the introduction in 3 paras:

1.
Background

2.
Problem – global, national, regional

3.
Rationale

Rationale can be improved, as the same point has been written multiple times. The authors may take help from an expert in English language for correcting grammatical errors

Materials and methods section could be rearranged under the following headings:

1.
Study type & design

2.
Settings

3.
Population and selection criteria

4.
Sample size estimation and sampling technique

5.
Study tools and technique

6.
Study variables

7.
Method of data collection

8.
Method of data analysis 

9.
Ethical considerations

Reference for sample size estimation is missing from the reference section. 

What is the use of sample size estimation if the number derived is not used?

Cluster random sampling could have been used for selection of subjects. The sampling technique described in the text is erroneous.

Questionnaires are always self-administered. Better to write “pre-designed, pre-tested and structured schedule” as the study tool and “face to face interview” in study technique

More details regarding the training of research assistants is needed.

Method of data collection should be in detail, but describing the standard operating procedure for the measurements is detail is not required

Use capital P in italics and avoid writing zero before decimal in P value

Write about anonymity and confidentiality of the data and Declaration of Helsinki

Statistical analysis section is not well represented in abstract, nothing is mentioned about continuous variable. Complete names of the tests used have to be added.

The aim of the study is not to compare the parameters across males and females. Thus, inferential statistics is not needed to compare the socio-demographic and other characteristics of males and females. The text has to be modified accordingly.
For testing the association of the risk factor with the presence of NCD, there should be 2 categories, viz, those with NCD and those without NCD, then an inferential statistic can be used. Binary logistic regression would be more suitable than Pearson’s chi-square test for this purpose. All tables and figures should be modified accordingly. The researchers might consider taking help of a statistician to improve the quality of the manuscript.
Discussion has to be modified in accordance to the modifications in the results section.

After comparing the findings of the present study with the observations of other researchers, an inference should be given. In the last para, mention the limitations of the study, ways to overcome them; and generalizability of the findings.

Conclusion section should be based on the results and must answer the research question. Based on the conclusion, a way forward must be suggested
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Few references are missing (including the one for sample size estimation)
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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