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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 public health issue by evaluating atherogenic risk among diabetic patients using lipid ratios and atherogenic indices. Cardiovascular disease remains the leading cause of morbidity and mortality in diabetes, particularly in low- and middle-income countries. The study provides region-specific data from Senegal, which contributes to filling the gap in African epidemiological evidence. The findings support the clinical relevance of incorporating atherogenic indices alongside conventional lipid parameters in routine diabetic care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the study objectives, population, and setting. It accurately conveys the focus on atherogenic risk assessment in diabetic patients.
	

	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 generally well structured and summarizes the background, methods, results, and conclusion adequately. However, minor improvements could be made by briefly mentioning the sample size and key statistical outcomes (e.g., significant associations with age and glycemic control). Clarifying the clinical relevance of elevated atherogenic indices in the conclusion of the abstract would further strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for a retrospective descriptive and analytical study. The selection of atherogenic indices (Castelli I, Castelli II, AIP, and AI) is justified and well explained. Statistical analyses appear appropriate, and the results are logically interpreted. However, clearer justification of cutoff values used to define “elevated” indices would enhance methodological transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and adequate to support the study. Classical and foundational studies on lipid ratios and cardiovascular risk are appropriately cited. However, the inclusion of a few more recent international guidelines or studies (post-2020) on diabetic dyslipidemia and atherogenic indices would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is understandable and conveys the scientific content effectively.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor Revision

The manuscript is scientifically sound and relevant but requires minor revisions related to language quality, methodological clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical issues are identified.
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