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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 manuscript provides critical insights into the clinical, electrocardiographic, and echocardiographic characteristics of hypertensive heart disease in a sub-Saharan African setting, specifically Lubumbashi. By analyzing 250 cases, the study highlights the high prevalence of advanced-stage disease, marked by features such as eccentric left ventricular hypertrophy, left atrial enlargement, and heart failure with reduced ejection fraction. These findings underscore the urgent need for earlier detection and more aggressive management of hypertension in resource-limited environments. As the first study of its kind in this region, it fills a significant gap in the literature and offers valuable data to inform both clinical practice and public health strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	· Add a sentence to briefly describe the main findings from each modality separately.

· The abstract mentions “exhaustive sampling” but does not state that this was a retrospective chart review. Add this to reflect the study design more transparently.

· The term “clinical, electrocardiographic, and echocardiographic” is repeated several times. After the first mention, consider streamlining.

· The conclusion is somewhat generic. Consider making it more action-oriented, e.g., suggesting earlier screening, better outpatient control of hypertension, or the importance of echocardiographic monitoring.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for its stated purpose. It follows clinical and research standards, employs correct diagnostic thresholds, and provides valuable data in an underrepresented region.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references used in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and recent, with a strong representation of both global and regional literature.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication, with a logical structure, appropriate use of technical terminology, and coherent presentation of ideas. However, moderate language editing is recommended to improve grammar, clarity, and academic tone. Several sentences are overly long or awkwardly constructed, and there are occasional verb tense inconsistencies. Repetitive phrasing—such as frequent use of “clinical, electrocardiographic, and echocardiographic”—should be streamlined. Minor typographical and spelling issues are present, including terms like “ventriculaire” and “Méthods,” which should be corrected for consistency with standard English usage.
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