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	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 is important for the scientific community as it provides early, real-world evidence on the practical impact of the 2024 ESC Guidelines for the management of elevated blood pressure and hypertension. By comparing the new recommendations with the 2018 ESC criteria, it quantifies how diagnostic reclassification affects prevalence, control rates, and future cardiovascular risk profiles. These findings help clinicians, researchers, and policymakers understand the implications of adopting stricter blood pressure targets in everyday clinical practice. Moreover, it contributes valuable data from a middle-aged population, enriching the global discussion on optimizing hypertension management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes. The title is concise, informative, and accurately reflects the study’s scope and content. No change is required
	


Review Form 3
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Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

	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 well-structured and provides a clear summary of the research. However, suggest: Briefly including the main finding in numerical form (e.g., the change in hypertension prevalence percentage between guidelines) and Making the conclusion slightly more focused on clinical implications, emphasizing the need for awareness and adaptation of new guidelines among practitioners.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.

	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design is appropriate, statistical methods
(including McNemar’s test) are well applied, and the interpretation of results is logical. The findings are consistent with current literature and contribute valuable comparative data
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

	Yes. The reference list is comprehensive and includes recent and relevant publications, especially the 2024 ESC guidelines. The authors may consider adding one or two additional references discussing real-world implications of changing hypertension definitions to further contextualize the discussion
	



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

	Mostly yes. The manuscript is understandable, but a few sentences could be polished for better fluency and clarity. Minor grammatical and stylistic edits will enhance readability, but the current version is acceptable for peer review.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely topic, evaluating the clinical implications of the 2024 European Society of Cardiology (ESC) Guidelines for the management of hypertension. The study is significant for the scientific community because it quantifies the potential impact of these new recommendations on hypertension prevalence and control rates in a real-world population sample. It provides valuable insights into how updated diagnostic thresholds may influence clinical practice, public health strategies, and long-term cardiovascular risk management. By comparing the 2018 and 2024 ESC criteria, this paper offers important data that will assist healthcare professionals and researchers in understanding the changing epidemiology of hypertension. 
The presentation of results is clear; however, improving figure/table clarity (titles and legends) would aid interpretation and the discussion could include a short note on the public health implications of stricter diagnostic thresholds in low- resource settings.
Clarify whether the data were obtained from medical records or a specific database to strengthen transparency.
Overall, this is a valuable and well-executed study requiring minor revisions for refinement.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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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