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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.


	The manuscript presents valuable information on the activities of alkaline phosphatase (ALP) and gamma-glutamyl transferase (GGT) in patients with obstructive jaundice before and after endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography (ERCP) at the Obafemi Awolowo University Teaching Hospitals Complex, Ile-Ife. Information from the study will enhance the optimization of diagnostic accuracy. Also, the study will help in guiding therapeutic decisions and thus improve patient outcomes. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The title of the article is appropriate; however, it is rather lengthy. I suggest revising it to a more concise form, such as: “Impact of ERCP on Cholestatic Liver Enzymes in Patients with Obstructive Jaundice at Obafemi Awolowo University Teaching Hospital, Ile-Ife, Osun, Nigeria.”
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive, but should not be more than 250 words, with specific objectives and methods clearly stated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
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	The references are recent but not sufficient. The manuscript should contain not less than 30 references. 
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I suggest the authors consider strengthening the analysis by updating the data presentation and incorporating relevant covariates, such as age and gender, into the statistical models. Adjusting for these factors would improve the robustness of the findings and enhance the validity of the conclusions. Also, revising and expanding the citations to reflect current literature would further strengthen the scientific rigor of the article.
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