Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Medicine and Medical Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMMR_150919

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Evaluation of Lipid Profile and Atherogenic Indices of Automechanics Exposed to Petrol and Petroleum Products in Aba Metropolis, Nigeria

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



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


	Because it offers unique occupational health data on lipid profile changes and atherogenic risk among automechanics who are often exposed to petroleum-based substances in a developing urban setting, this manuscript is significant to the scholarly community. By combining several atherogenic indices with traditional lipid measurements, the study broadens our understanding of the cardiovascular effects of chemical exposure in the workplace and environment. Its results expand our understanding of exposure-related cardiovascular risk worldwide by providing important evidence from a community that is frequently underrepresented in scientific research. The findings also have practical implications for preventative screening, occupational health policy, and the application of safety measures in unorganized industrial sectors.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable and appropriate. It clearly reflects the core focus of the study,
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is somewhat comprehensive and provides a sufficient summary of the research's objective, design, methodology, main conclusions, and findings. It informs readers by outlining the study's scope and highlighting its key findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is both methodologically sound and scientifically sound. The laboratory methods, statistical analysis, ethical issues, participant selection, and study design are all appropriate for achieving the stated goals. The reliability of the results was ensured by using established formulas for calculating atherogenic indices and standardized and confirmed biochemical procedures for lipid profile calculation.

To improve accuracy and clarity, however, a few little scientific modifications are needed. These include maintaining uniform statistical reporting (Means ± SD), accurately presenting the Friedewald algorithm with its assumptions, and guaranteeing consistency of reported lipid values across the abstract and tables. Additionally, conclusions should avoid using causal language in order to properly portray the cross-sectional nature of the study. The manuscript satisfies acceptable scientific standards and is ready for publication after these few adjustments.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· In addition to Bhardwaj et al. (2013), maintain at least one international reference on atherogenic indices and cardiovascular risk.
· When available, incorporate current occupational health reviews on petroleum exposure.
· Make sure all references are consistently acknowledged and follow journal formatting guidelines.


	

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


	Although the article's language and English quality are mostly comprehensible and acceptable, they are still not entirely appropriate for excellent scientific communication without improvement. Although the manuscript properly communicates the scientific content, it frequently contains grammar and spelling errors, irregular tense usage, and strange sentence constructs that detract from its professional presentation and clarity.
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