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	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the role of GLP-1 receptor agonists in managing hypertriglyceridemia, a condition closely linked to cardiovascular disease and metabolic disorders. By conducting a meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials, the study consolidates evidence supporting the efficacy of GLP-1 RAs in triglyceride reduction, particularly in high-risk patient populations such as those with obesity, type 2 diabetes, and NAFLD. Given the growing interest in GLP-1 RAs for their metabolic benefits beyond glycemic control, this work contributes significantly to clinical decision-making and future research directions in lipid management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative but could be slightly refined for better clarity and impact. A suggested alternative title:
"Efficacy of GLP-1 Receptor Agonists in Hypertriglyceridemia: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis"
	

	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 well-structured and provides a comprehensive summary of the study. However, a few improvements could enhance clarity:
· The methodology should explicitly mention the databases searched and the statistical tools used for analysis.

· The statement on subgroup findings could be streamlined for conciseness.

· Consider adding a sentence about the study's limitations and future research directions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology and statistical analysis. The inclusion of subgroup and sensitivity analyses strengthens the validity of the results. However, it would be beneficial to clarify:
· Whether there was any adjustment for confounders such as concomitant lipid-lowering therapies.

· The potential impact of study heterogeneity on the final results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally up-to-date and relevant. However, adding more recent studies from 2023-2024 focusing on GLP-1 RAs and lipid metabolism would further strengthen the manuscript. A systematic review on GLP-1 RAs and cardiovascular risk could be particularly valuable.
	

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


	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. However, a few grammatical refinements and sentence structure improvements (particularly in the results and discussion sections) could enhance readability. Consider revising some long sentences for better flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The references should be adjusted to match the journal's guidelines in terms of citation format, structure, and completeness of bibliographic information. It is essential to ensure that all sources adhere to the required citation style (e.g., APA, Vancouver, Harvard) and include full details such as DOI numbers, volumes, page numbers, and publication dates.
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