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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This study addresses a critical gap in geriatric healthcare in Nigeria by evaluating baseline biochemical parameters in the elderly. It provides evidence that LDH levels decline significantly with physiological aging, suggesting it as a potential biomarker for biological age. Furthermore, it reinforces the clinical utility of CK as a specific biomarker for acute injury rather than aging signature, advocating for the adoption of age-adjusted reference intervals in clinical practice.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it accurately reflects the study population (apparently healthy geriatrics), the geographical location (Ekpoma, Edo State), and the specific biochemical parameters measured (CK and LDH).


	

	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 generally comprehensive, covering the aim, methodology, and key findings However, it would benefit from more precise numerical data regarding the control group LDH levels and the p values for the CK comparisons to immediately highlight the statistical significance mentioned in the results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. The research design is cross-sectional, which is appropriate for identifying age related variations. The sample size (n=200) was determined using standard statistical formulas, and the laboratory principles for enzymatic assays (spectrophotometry at 340 nm) are well-established methods for measuring CK and LDH activity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and cover both foundational theories of aging and contemporary studies on biochemical markers.
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communication. The terminology is used correctly, and the arguments in the discussion section are logically structured.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are occasional minor grammatical inconsistencies, primarily in tense. For example, in the Abstract, the text shifts between future tense (A total of two hundred... will be recruited) and past tense (Ethical approval was obtained), which should be standardized to the past tense for a completed study.
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