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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.


	The study addresses a common clinical issue—hypertension—and explores its association with dyslipidemia, a well-known cardiovascular risk factor. Understanding variations in the lipid profile across different stages of hypertension is essential for improving early detection of metabolic abnormalities and preventing complications. By providing region-specific data from a tertiary care hospital, the research offers valuable information for public health planning in populations burdened by high rates of cardiovascular disease. The findings also have practical implications, as they may help clinicians anticipate lipid abnormalities in hypertensive patients and optimize management strategies for improved patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 Yes, the title reflects the objective of the study clearly.

 However, you may consider a more concise alternative:
“Assessment of Lipid Profile Alterations Across Hypertension Grades in a Tertiary Care Population.”


	

	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 covers the objectives, methods, results, and conclusions, which is appropriate; however, it would benefit from improved clarity and conciseness. Repeated information should be removed, and the results should include exact p-values and confidence intervals where available to strengthen the statistical interpretation. Additionally, the methodology section should briefly specify the study period, sample size, and hypertension classification criteria to provide essential context and enhance the abstract’s overall completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	he manuscript is generally scientifically acceptable, with a clear retrospective design, appropriate use of ESH 2023 hypertension classifications, and relevant statistical comparisons. However, certain limitations should be acknowledged, including the absence of a sample size justification and the lack of control for potential confounders such as diet, lifestyle factors, and medication use. The discussion could offer more critical interpretation rather than relying mainly on previously published literature, and the conclusion should be slightly more cautious to better reflect the study’s design and inherent limitations.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many references are relevant but several are older (>10 years).
Consider adding more updated epidemiological studies on hypertension and dyslipidemia.


	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but there are several grammatical and formatting issues that could be improved for clarity. Some sections contain long sentences, inconsistent tense usage, and occasional typographical errors. A careful language revision would help enhance readability and overall presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Based on the information provided, there do not appear to be major ethical concerns. The study is retrospective and uses existing patient records, and the authors have stated that patient data were anonymized. Ethical approval details have been included. It would, however, be helpful for the authors to clarify whether all identifiers were removed and whether institutional guidelines for retrospective studies were strictly followed.
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