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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	A clinically significant problem that connects oncology and metabolic medicine is the interaction between metabolic disorders and prostate cancer, which is the subject of this publication. Gaining knowledge about the relationship between lipid and glycemic abnormalities and the advancement of prostate cancer is essential for early detection, prognosis, and possible treatment. Additionally, the study adds locally generated evidence from a Nigerian population which is overlooked in prostate cancer research. Future clinical and public health initiatives in sub-Saharan Africa may benefit from its conclusions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Although the misspelling "DISOREDER" should be fixed to "DISORDER," the title appropriately conveys the study's content. 

Suggested Title: Changes in Markers of Metabolic Disorder among Patients with Prostate Cancer Attending the Oncology Clinic at Federal University Teaching Hospital, Owerri.
	

	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 neatly organized and provides a summary of the context, methods, findings, and conclusions. It may be enhanced, though, by excluding extremely lengthy lines, clearly stating the study concept, and providing succinct demographic information. All in all, it does a good job at representing the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well-referenced and has a solid scientific foundation. The sample size and design are suitable. However, the debate might more effectively link metabolic pathways to prostate cancer, and the approach should make clear inclusion/exclusion criteria and confounding pharmacological effects.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are broad and include contemporary molecular and clinical investigations. Some earlier references, though, may be updated, and there are a few duplicates.
	

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


	Although there are some small grammatical and stylistic corrections needed for fluency and consistency, the English is comprehensible
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	Tables are formatted correctly and are easy to read. It is necessary to include the ethical clearance number. The discussion and abstract may be a little shorter. Figures could improve the way data is presented.
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