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	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 review manuscript examines the cardiovascular safety and impact of DPP-4 inhibitors in managing type 2 diabetes. It synthesizes evidence from clinical trials and real-world studies, concluding that this drug class generally provides effective glycemic control with a neutral or favorable cardiovascular risk profile, though the risk of heart failure hospitalization requires further investigation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Protecting the Diabetic Heart: Insights into the Cardiovascular Impact of DPP-4 Inhibitors" is suitable. It is both descriptive and engaging, clearly indicating the review's focus on the cardiovascular effects of these drugs. The phrase "Protecting the Diabetic Heart" is compelling, while "Insights into the Cardiovascular Impact" accurately reflects the paper's analytical nature, which weighs both potential benefits and risks, particularly regarding heart failure.
	

	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 but could be improved. It should explicitly state the main conclusion of cardiovascular neutrality upfront. The point about increased heart failure hospitalization risk, a major debate, should be included for balance. Deleting the slightly repetitive sentence on ongoing clinical trials would streamline the focus on completed evidence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Proofread carefully for typos like "lingliptin" and grammar errors.

· State the main conclusion of neutrality more clearly in the abstract.

· Mention the heart failure risk in the abstract for balance.

· Fix the major error in Table 1: "did increase or decrease" must be "did NOT increase or decrease."

· Use a consistent reference style throughout the manuscript.
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