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	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 would like to thank the authors for their valuable contributions. The study provides valuable, region-specific evidence on disease patterns, outcomes, and mortality among elderly patients, a population that is often underrepresented in clinical research in Sub-Saharan Africa. The work is particularly relevant for clinicians, hospital administrators, and policymakers working in resource-limited settings. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable
	

	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 comprehensive, but in my opinion, the results section of the abstract could be slightly condensed by focusing on the most impactful findings (e.g., mortality rate, leading causes of admission, and early mortality).

  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is well structured
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are adequate, relevant, and largely updated.
During the review, it was noted that there are inconsistencies in the citation years for certain references. Specifically:

· Reference 3 is cited as 2019 in the text but is listed as 2023 in the reference list. The authors should verify the correct year of publication and ensure that both the in-text citation and reference list are consistent. Accurate citation details are crucial for transparency and to allow readers to reliably locate the source.

· Reference 8 is cited as 2009 in the text, whereas the reference list indicates 2008, which appears to be the correct year. The authors are advised to correct the in-text citation to reflect the accurate publication year.

Ensuring consistency and accuracy in all references will enhance the manuscript’s credibility and scholarly rigor.


	

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


	The manuscript contains several grammatical and language issues that should be addressed to improve readability and clarity. These include:

· Subject-verb agreement and pluralization: e.g., “healthcare and general literacy has” should be “healthcare, and general literacy have,” and “the finding in most centers” should be “the findings in most centers.”

· Punctuation: Missing commas in compound sentences, non-restrictive clauses, and after introductory phrases, e.g., “Globally” → “Globally,” and “(RSUTH) which” → “(RSUTH), which.”

· Articles: Missing definite articles in several places, e.g., “Majority” → “The majority.”

· Tense and auxiliary verbs: e.g., “population getting” → “population is getting.”

· Technical terms and formatting: e.g., “Kruskal Wallis” should be “Kruskal-Wallis,” and “p value” should be “p-value.”

· Clarity and consistency: Some singular/plural forms and expressions
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