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	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.


	This scientific review will be of utmost importance for the policy-makers, researchers, academics and general population of that region. This review highlights the prevalence and management strategies for hypertension, that would be of great help to the people of that region. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is very precise
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is absolutely in accordance with the manuscript. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are up-to-date, only publications are selected from 2020 onwards, which is a tremendously appreciated step.
	

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


	Yes, literature is wonderful. In fact, it's been ages since I read an article written so wonderfully in British English. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the article written is wonderful, full of brilliantly insightful data. Only a very few mistakes are noted, which are most negligible keeping in view the demonstration of data. 
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