Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Medicine and Medical Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMMR_146312

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	The Impact of the 2024 ESC Guidelines for the Management of Elevated Blood Pressure and Hypertension on a Population Sample with a Mean Age of 59 Years

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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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.


	Well, this document classifies CVDs into deeper underlying categories. By doing so, the awareness of HH and hypertension in general would increase, which is great. However, the introduction might need more information about why this study should be done. There is sufficient information about individualized socio-economic situations, including the direct relationship between socio-economic factors and hypertension. In general, the idea and the acknowledgment would be appreciated by the educational and health care system if they noticed this document.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is ok in general however they might use better title without using mean age, but if they use it is understandable by me.
	

	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.


	In general, their abstracts contain information in a satisfactory form and include enough details regardless of the conclusion part. In the conclusion, the might need a more straightforward tone, because initially it seems that this new cardiovascular classification impacts individuals. However, in a way, it represents a shift in perspective toward professional discussion, but this sense wouldn’t be immediately clear from the text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, in general it is ok, however, abbreviations might need more carefully checked, such as: in line 228, BSC written Brazilian Society of Cardiology (SBC). The background literature is satisfactory, but in the introduction, especially wanted a clearer statement about the necessity of this research, the hypothesis, or its importance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	suggest using more recent references because, as revealed in this study, the perspective of the scientific community might change significantly from 2018 to 2024, warranting a new article on the classification and potentially requiring new references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, it is ok and satisfactory. 
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