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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	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.

	Topic is really important so first I would like to congratulate for selecting a common but neglected topic
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	No problem in title except the place should be specific to state and country if possible.
 Still I would like to make it as 
Knowledge,  attitude and practices regarding prehypertension among the people residing in Kisangani , state and country.
	

	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.

	Importance of prehypertension should be emphasized
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Sampling technique is little confusing whether multistage or else. Kindly specify it in details.
Validity of the questionnaire is mentioned but how it’s done elaborate on the same.
Lost in translation bias can be there how it’s avoided.
Also multiple interviewers involved so interobserver bias can be there how it’s dealt with.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient but should be written in vancouver style 
	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	Validity of questionnaire  is mentioned but how it’s validated is missing
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	Should mention that while sharing results with local authority unanimously shared.
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