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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
- In the abstract, precise the unit of the mean age (22.3±0.14…), and others parameters (BMI) 

even in the results session of the document 
- Methodology: give more details on the sample size formular,  

. The exact value of each item of the formular. Your sample size 
calculation remains unclear. Clarify it 

- Lack of criteria of diagnosis of HTN and pre-HTN (cut off value and reference). 
- Results: try to make khi square test to compare prevalence between gender 
- A serious editing of the manuscript is needed.  
- The abstract need to be rewrite, taking into account the significant and important results of this 

manuscript 
 

Amended 
 
 
Revised 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- More serious need to be paid on the writing of the document. Many typo issues are noted  
- Verify the numeration of figure and table in the discussion session. Confusion is made  

 

Corrected 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Some of my comments are directly done on the manuscript. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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