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[bookmark: PART__1:_Comments]PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	This manuscript provides valuable insight into the prevalence, warning signs, and demographic variations of hypertension among the elderly in Yenagoa, Bayelsa State, Nigeria. Hypertension is a major contributor to cardiovascular morbidity and mortality worldwide, and understanding its local patterns is essential for designing effective prevention and management strategies. The study highlights sex- and age-specific differences, which can help in tailoring interventions to high-risk groups within the elderly population. Additionally, the data contribute to the growing body of literature on non-communicable diseases in sub-Saharan Africa, where
epidemiological data remain limited.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title “Hypertension and Its Warning Signs among the Elderly in Yenagoa LGA Bayelsa State, Nigeria” is clear and informative, but could be refined for conciseness and scholarly appeal. Suggested alternative: “Prevalence and Warning Signs of Hypertension among the Elderly in Yenagoa, Bayelsa State, Nigeria”
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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 aim, methods, results, and conclusion. However, it could be improved by: Presenting results more concisely, avoiding excess numerical detail in the abstract (keep detailed results in tables/figures). Highlighting the statistical significance of findings briefly. Adding a clearer statement of the study’s contribution to knowledge in the conclusion.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, with a sound methodology (cross-sectional design, appropriate use of SPSS for analysis, and standard BP classification). However, the description of sampling formula needs clarification and correction to ensure reproducibility. Also, while BMI and BP were appropriately measured, the
reliance on self-reported symptoms may introduce bias.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are numerous, relevant, and include both local and international sources. Many are recent (2018– 2024), which strengthens the manuscript. However, a few older references (e.g., Franklin 2001) could be replaced
with more updated literature. Inclusion of more African-based studies from the last 5 years would further improve contextual relevance.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is understandable but requires revision for grammar, flow, and scholarly tone. Some sentences are overly long and repetitive, and technical writing style should be improved for readability and clarity.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	Tables are informative but could be better formatted for readability. The discussion should link findings more strongly to existing literature, highlighting similarities and differences. Some redundancy between results and discussion should be minimized. 
Revisions to the abstract, language quality, and clarification of methods are needed before acceptance.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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