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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript is very important and relevant. It attempts to gives readers a full picture of efforts made by two developed and high income countries in addressing long-term care needs of the elderly at the grassroots. However thorough revision has to be made to situate it well. 

The author/authors have established the progress made by two countries located on different parts of the globe with different culture etc. by bringing to the fore the nuances associated with each country’s healthcare system. 

Japan is not a western country but England is. Based on the World Bank classification, Japan is a developed and a high-income country.  The authors should not classify both countries as western but rather developed or high income countries. 

The manuscript has to be proof read and edited thoroughly. Long sentences have to be made shorter.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title “Evolution of Long-Term Care Neighbourhoods for Older People: Rhetoric and reality of meeting older people’s future care needs in Japan and England” Is very interesting and it summarises what the paper is about. 
	

	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 lacks a research methods section and a results section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	It can be made scientifically correct. 

The paper will be scientifically correct when the authors/author presents a research methods section.
The paper seems to be based on a systematic review of literature on Japan and England, there should be a research methods section to stipulate the search strategy, inclusion/exclusion criteria, screening and selection process, data extraction and analysis
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient. The authors/author should use the appropriate referencing style for the journal. 

	

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

	
Yes the language and quality of English used for the article is suitable for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments

	A good attempt at describing what has transpired in the agedcare arena as far as the two countries are concerned. The basis for comparisons should be stated clearly. Thorough revision should be made based on the comments given to situate the context well. Methods for selection of articles should be clearly stated.


	





	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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