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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 makes an important contribution by providing large-scale, region-specific data on the coexistence of hypertension and high cholesterol in Edo State, Nigeria — an area where such evidence has been scarce. With nearly four in ten hypertensive patients found to have elevated total cholesterol, the findings highlight a significant yet overlooked compounding of cardiovascular risk in this population. Also a very important perspective for clinicians managing hypertensive patients with kidney disease, given the strong association found between reduced kidney function and elevated cholesterol, which has direct implications for when and how aggressively to initiate lipid-lowering therapy in this vulnerable group.


	

	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. However I will also incorporate the type of the study.. for example a cross sectional study in the title
	

	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 good. However the headings should be- Background, Methods, Results, and Conclusions. This should be reformatted accordingly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall the manuscript is scientifically sound, methodologically appropriate, and the conclusions are broadly supported by the data. However, several specific scientific concerns deserve attention before acceptance. The most significant scientific concern is the simultaneous inclusion of serum creatinine and eGFR in the same regression model. Since eGFR is mathematically derived from serum creatinine, these two variables are collinear, and their opposing directions of association in the model — creatinine inversely associated (AOR 0.240) while reduced eGFR positively associated (AOR 2.245) — are very likely a statistical artefact of this collinearity rather than two independent biological phenomena. The authors should either remove one variable or explicitly justify retaining both with a variance inflation factor analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient in number and reasonably well-cited, covering the key epidemiological, clinical, and mechanistic domains addressed in the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
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