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	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.


	1. This manuscript contributes valuable region-specific data on dementia patterns in a relatively underrepresented population in sub-Saharan Africa. 

2. It provides insights into demographic distributions, including age and gender trends, which can help inform local healthcare planning and resource allocation. 

3. The findings also highlight the need for improved awareness, early diagnosis, and gender-sensitive approaches to dementia care in low- and middle-income settings. 

4. Furthermore, the study lays a foundation for future large-scale, population-based research aimed at better understanding the epidemiology of dementia in Nigeria and similar contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Your study is hospital-based, not population-based so prevalence is scientifically incorrect. So, I could suggest the following suitable title. 

Retrospective Analysis of Gender Distribution in Dementia Cases from a Neuropsychiatric Hospital in Calabar, Nigeria (2011–2021)
	

	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.


	1. The term prevalence is misleading for a hospital-based retrospective study. I think best to replace with either proportion or distribution.
2. Obviously, you are conducting your study in Federal Neuro-Psychiatric Hospital from 2011-2021, then why this is repeated in entire abstract.
3. The percentage of the female patients with dementia (56.4%) were higher than males (43.6%)” is repeated twice. And you either percentage word or symbol. to improve conciseness.
4. Abstract must have statistical tests used. Currently abstract lacks significance levels (p-values). Even if simple, the abstract should include “Data were analyzed using descriptive statistics”.
5. Females were more predisposed to dementia. This is too strong to say but not justified. Best to write “A higher proportion of female dementia cases was observed”.

6. The abstract should also briefly include the type of dementia distribution (e.g., Alzheimer’s dominance)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the manuscript addresses an important topic but it is partially scientifically sound. Let me discuss…
From a design perspective, the use of a retrospective hospital-based dataset is acceptable for exploratory analysis; however, the author incorrectly interprets its findings as prevalence, which actually requires a defined population denominator. 
The absence of inferential statistical analysis (e.g., tests of significance) further weakens the scientific rigor, as comparisons between groups (such as males vs females or age categories) are presented without statistical support.

Additionally, the manuscript lacks clarity on diagnostic criteria for dementia, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and control of potential confounders such as age distribution and healthcare access. These omissions affect the reproducibility and validity of the findings. There are also data inconsistencies and formatting errors in the tables, which raise concerns about data accuracy.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Authors are suggested to cite these high impact references-

https://www.thelancet.com/commissions-do/dementia-prevention-intervention-and-care
https://www.alzint.org/resource/world-alzheimer-report-2024/
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC12355584/
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC11095490/ 
	

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


	Authors are suggested, please go through Grammarly check, I found several mistakes such as-
The percentage of female patients… were higher.

Some sentences are repeated (especially in the abstract)
over-indulgence in alcohol seems awkward sentences can be rewritten as excessive alcohol consumption

patients who had suffered from dementia can be rewritten as patients diagnosed with dementia
Neuro-Psychatric (spelling error) 
	

	Optional/General comments
	It is recommended that the authors seek guidance from a statistician to improve the analytical approach, particularly with respect to inferential statistics and validation of results.
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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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