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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 manuscript addresses an important topic in public health and nutrition. Dyslipidemia is a major risk factor for heart disease, and this study offers useful insights into how nutrition education can help improve patients’ knowledge, attitude, and lifestyle practices. The use of a structured intervention and a control group makes the findings meaningful for both researchers and healthcare providers. Overall, this work contributes to ongoing efforts to promote non-pharmacological management strategies and could be valuable for improving patient outcomes in real-world settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and reflects the content of the study well. It tells the reader what the research is about—nutrition education and its effect on knowledge, attitudes, and practices in dyslipidemic subjects.
	

	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 gives a good overview of the study and highlights the main findings in a clear way. It explains the purpose, methods, and results, which helps readers understand the research quickly. However, it would be even better if it included specific details about the study setting and how the nutrition education was delivered. This will make the results easier to interpret and apply.

Suggestion: Could you add a brief description of where the study took place (such as the type of clinic or community) and the format of the education sessions (e.g., group or individual)? 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has a clear purpose and uses a reasonable study design to measure the impact of nutrition education. It shows positive results and supports the idea that education can improve knowledge and behavior in people with dyslipidemia. However, some parts of the manuscript need more detail to ensure scientific accuracy and clarity. 
1. Could you provide more details on how dyslipidemia was diagnosed (e.g., specific blood test levels or guidelines used)? This is mentioned briefly in the Methodology section under “Inclusion Criteria” on page 3, but without details.
2. You mention random assignment to groups—can you clarify how the randomization was done? The phrase “Participants were randomly assigned into two groups” appears on page 3 (under Study Population), but the method is not described.
3. Could you add more information on the KAP questionnaire (such as the source, scoring system, or validation)? The questionnaire is referenced on page 3 but lacks key details on validation and scoring.
4. Was there any follow-up on actual lipid levels after the nutrition education? Including these results would make the findings stronger. Table 1 and associated text on pages 4–5 include negative percentage changes despite improvements and inconsistent t-values and p-values.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and show that you have read recent studies related to nutrition education and dyslipidemia. Most of the sources are relevant and updated, which is good for supporting your findings. However, a few references could be checked for accuracy and proper formatting. You might also consider adding more specific references about KAP studies in clinical populations to strengthen your background section.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable, and the key points are clear. However, there are some grammar and formatting errors that need correction to improve clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript is a meaningful with a clear aim and objectives and meaningful findings. With a few improvements, the manuscript can become even stronger.

Here are some questions to consider for revision:

1. Could you add a brief description of how you ensured the control group did not receive similar information during the study period?

2. Can you include a table showing the baseline characteristics of the participants to compare the groups before the intervention?

3. Would you consider adding more details about how the nutrition education sessions were structured and delivered?

4. Could you clarify whether any biological measures (like lipid profiles) were taken after the intervention to support the KAP changes?
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