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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.


	This study offers valuable information about why some hypertensive patients in Nigeria have high cholesterol, which is not well documented in this region. The research shows that patients with little or no formal education are much more likely to have high cholesterol, pointing to the need for better health education and simpler communication from doctors. It also found that many older women and patients with kidney problems face higher risks, helping healthcare workers know who to focus on first. These findings can guide hospitals and public health programs in Edo State and similar areas to develop more effective ways to prevent heart disease.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "PREDICTORS OF ELEVATED TOTAL CHOLESTEROL AMONG HYPERTENSIVE PATIENTS IN EDO STATE, NIGERIA" is suitable and acceptable.
	

	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, it covers all necessary sections (aims, design, methods, results, conclusion). However, two small improvements would help:

1. Add the actual percentage for key groups (e.g., "52.2% of those with no formal education had high cholesterol vs 30.8% of tertiary educated"). This gives readers a clearer picture.

2. Move the explanation about why impaired glucose tolerance showed lower cholesterol to the conclusion section. Results should only state what was found, not why it happened.

These changes would make the abstract clearer without making it longer.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. Here is a brief evaluation:

Strengths:
1. Methodology: The study uses appropriate statistical methods (binary logistic regression) with a large sample size (n=826), which gives reliable results.

2. Results match data: The findings in the text, tables, and figures are consistent. For example, the 38.4% prevalence is correctly reported throughout.

3. References: The manuscript cites recent and relevant literature from reputable journals, showing the authors are aware of current evidence.

4. Limitations acknowledged: The authors honestly discuss the study's flaw(retrospective design, single centre, unmeasured confounders like medication use).

Minor Concern:
· The finding that impaired glucose tolerance links to lower cholesterol is correctly identified as likely due to statin use. This shows scientific integrity rather than forcing a wrong explanation.

Verdict: The manuscript is scientifically correct and ready for publication.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript's references are generally sufficient and recent.
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communication.
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