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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.


	It raises a contemporary subject in relation to apolipoproteins and hypertension, a field still under research in cardiovascular medicine. The authors give us useful information in a Nigerian population, adding local evidence to the world literature on the subject of lipid metabolism and vascular disease. An understanding of how ApoA-I and ApoB can influence severity and incidence of hypertension can ensue. Overall, it offers information that can help in the optimization of cardiovascular risk evaluation and early treatment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is brief, suitable, and accurately covers the content of the study.


	

	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 does a good job of summarizing the work in a coherent format. The purpose, methods, and chief findings are clearly stated. The inclusion of the overall number of study participants in the abstract would cause it to be more comprehensive. Other than that, it accurately mirrors the study.

Scientific Soundness


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research design, laboratory procedures, and statistical analysis are suitable for the research inquiry. The tables and figures are set out consistently and follow the discussion well. Some of the sentences in the methods can be made more concise, but the scientific content is accurate. Confidence intervals for major associations should be reported to add value to the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and current, both locally and globally (with the majority being 2021–2025 , some  references dated back to 1997 , 2016 ). Inclusion can also be made of some local studies of the apolipoprotein profile in populations in Africa as an added contextual relevance.
	

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


	The English is generally good, clear, and readable. Sentence structure and paragraph-to-paragraph transitions would enhance the presentation with some editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a well-written and well-documented article that synthesizes the biochemical, clinical, and epidemiological characteristics of hypertension. The finding affirms previous international evidence, yet provides new results in a local population. It would be suitable for publication after some editing and clarification of a few points in statistics.
The article is scientifically sound and of relevance to cardiovascular studies. It is worthy of publication following technical revisions aimed at making the abstract more concise as well as making the result clearer. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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