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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.


	This publication is significant because it examines a topic that is becoming more and more relevant in both science and medicine: the connection between metabolic syndrome markers and prostate cancer. The study advances our knowledge of how metabolic dysregulation affects the etiology and progression of cancer by assessing biochemical markers such lipids, HbA1c, insulin, leptin, and adiponectin. For oncologists, endocrinologists, and researchers studying the relationship between cancer and metabolism, the findings offer important new information by highlighting possible prognostic markers and therapeutic targets. These kinds of investigations are essential for identifying high-risk patients early on and creating individualized treatment plans.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alterations in Metabolic Disorder Markers in Prostate Cancer Patients at a Nigerian Oncology Clinic
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, presenting the background, methods, results, and conclusion. However, it could be improved by:

Clearly stating the study design (case-control) within the abstract.

Summarizing the sample characteristics more succinctly.

Highlighting the main implication (i.e., metabolic syndrome as a risk factor and potential therapeutic target for prostate cancer).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is sound from a scientific standpoint. The methodologies employed (SPSS analysis, ELISA, immunoturbidimetric tests, and standard biochemical procedures) are suitable for the biomarkers under investigation. The data are presented logically and statistically, and the case-control design is appropriate. Some parts, particularly the discussion, could, however, go into further detail about restrictions such sample size, treatment differences, and the absence of disease stage or severity stratification.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include a wide range of current works (2020–2024). A few references are repeated, though, and further international meta-analyses might improve some landmark research on the epidemiology of prostate cancer and metabolic syndrome. Recommended additions:

Hsing AW, Chokkalingam AP. "Epidemiology of prostate cancer." Front Biosci. 2006.

Grundy SM et al. "Metabolic syndrome diagnosis and management: An American Heart Association/NHLBI statement." Circulation, 2005.

(These aid in contextualizing the results in a wider global framework.)
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires moderate editing for grammar, sentence structure, and conciseness. Some sentences in the background and discussion are long and could be simplified for clarity. Minor issues with tense consistency and redundancy should also be addressed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	NIL
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript outlines inclusion/exclusion criteria and states that informed consent was acquired. There don't seem to be any ethical issues.
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