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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.


	Good research and a narrative style appropriate to the writing language, but this manuscript lacked a spotlight on the studies that showed the causes of PHTN and the factors that contribute to its occurrence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The title is appropriate to the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 article's abstract is not comprehensive and contains a lot of unnecessary information. It also lacks a summary that explains the manuscript's findings and methodology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its treatment of a modern problem that is rapidly spreading in all segments of society, and it is written with a good narrative presentation that explains the methodology of the current studies that addressed the subject.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and up-to-date, as most of them do not exceed 10 years of existence, except for sources 8, 42 and 44, which are more than 15 years old.
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	Yes, the manuscript was written in a clear and understandable language for the reader.
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