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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.


	 The manuscript provides valuable insight into the burden of hypertension among the elderly population in Yenagoa, Bayelsa State, Nigeria, a group often underrepresented in epidemiological studies. By identifying the prevalence, associated warning signs, and sociodemographic factors, the study highlights critical gaps in early detection and management within this vulnerable age group. The findings contribute to the global understanding of hypertension in low- and middle-income settings and can inform targeted interventions, policy formulation, and resource allocation for better cardiovascular health outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is understandable but could be more academic and precise; a suitable alternative could be: “Prevalence and Clinical Indicators of Hypertension among the Elderly in Yenagoa LGA, Bayelsa State, Nigeria.”
	

	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 abstract is generally comprehensive, covering the study aim, methods, results, and conclusion. However, it could be improved by:

· Clarifying the sample size and sampling method explicitly in one sentence for the immediate context.

· Summarizing key numerical results more concisely, focusing on the most relevant prevalence and blood pressure patterns rather than listing all age groups.

· Highlighting the significance of findings for public health or clinical practice in one sentence at the end.

· Minor deletion: some detailed BP values and BMI numbers could be omitted to improve readability; these can remain in the main text.

This would make the abstract more concise, readable, and aligned with international journal standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its overall objectives, study population, and alignment with the current understanding of hypertension in older adults. The research question is relevant, and the general methodology is appropriate. However, some methodological and statistical aspects require clarification (e.g., details of the blood pressure measurement protocol, specification of statistical tests used, and clearer presentation of sampling strategy). Despite these minor issues, the scientific foundation of the work remains valid.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent studies from the last five years. However, some key global and regional hypertension guidelines or systematic reviews from 2022–2025 could strengthen the manuscript further, such as the latest WHO hypertension reports or recent meta-analyses on hypertension in sub-Saharan Africa. Including these would enhance the currency and relevance of the reference list.

	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but there are several grammatical errors, unnatural phrasing, and inconsistent tense usage. Minor revisions are needed to improve clarity, conciseness, and adherence to formal academic style for international scholarly standards.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a significant public health issue and provides valuable insights into hypertension among older adults in a community setting. The study design is appropriate, and the results provide valuable insights into age- and gender-related patterns of blood pressure, as well as common warning signs among this population. The overall structure is acceptable, but the paper would benefit from a more concise presentation of results and clearer methodology. In addition, the discussion is largely descriptive and does not sufficiently engage with or critically compare the findings to the broader international literature. Strengthening this section with up-to-date references and deeper interpretation would significantly enhance the manuscript’s scientific value and relevance.
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