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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.
	The burden of non-communicable diseases (NCDs) among older persons in remote, difficult-to-reach areas—a demographic frequently left out of extensive epidemiological surveys—is critically examined in this manuscript. The study provides important evidence to direct context-specific interventions and health policy by determining the prevalence and risk factors of obesity, diabetes, hypertension, and lifestyle choices. The results demonstrate how urgently community-based screening, preventive health education, and specialized care plans for the elderly in underprivileged areas are needed. In the end, this work closes a significant information gap and can influence international debates on tackling NCDs in environments with low resources as well as national health priorities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is informative but could be polished better using a PICOT format.
Suggested Alternative Title - Non-communicable Diseases among Older Adults in Rural Ondo State, Nigeria: Prevalence and Associated Risk Factors from a Community-Based Cross-Sectional Study
	

	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 structured and comprehensive; however, the objective should be clear instead of ‘the study aim to prevalence’…. It should be ‘the study aimed to determine the prevalence.’ The methods contain too much procedural information, and the results have too many disjointed percentages, which could detract from the main conclusion. The effect and clarity would be enhanced by a more robust interpretation and a more succinct focus on the primary outcomes (obesity, diabetes, and hypertension).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article has a well-defined goal, a suitable study design, and methodical data collection techniques, making it scientifically sound. Its validity is reinforced by the widespread implementation of defined WHO protocols for blood pressure, glucose, and anthropometry measurements. The results are in line with previous research on NCDs in comparable populations, and statistical methods are appropriate for the study topics. Its scientific rigor
would be further increased with minor edits to improve syntax, clarity, and the focus on important results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent, but it should also include DOI wherever possible.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript's language is comprehensible; it needs to be clarified and polished grammatically to fully satisfy scholarly communication requirements.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The article addresses useful information on the prevalence and risk factors of non-communicable diseases among older persons in rural Nigeria, thereby addressing a significant public health issue. The findings make a significant contribution to current knowledge, and the study design is adequate; nonetheless, the publication would benefit from a more concise results presentation, better language clarity, and a greater focus on the study's policy and practical consequences.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)
There are no ethical issues in the manuscript as the authors have clearly stated the ethical approval number and about the informed consent obtained from the participants.
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