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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.


	This manuscript explores a critical aspect of cardiovascular molecular physiology. Endothelial dysfunction is a key factor in the development of hypertension, with adhesion molecules like ICAM-1 and VCAM-1 gaining recognition as early biomarkers of vascular damage. The study offers locally relevant data from Port Harcourt, Nigeria, an underrepresented group in vascular biomarker research. Such regional insights are essential for improving global cardiovascular risk assessment and tailoring interventions to specific populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, concise, and accurately reflects the study content; however, “Serum Endothelial Cell Adhesion Molecules among Patients with Hypertension in Port Harcourt, Nigeria: A Cross-Sectional Study” would be a better fit, eliminating redundant words such as ‘assessment of..’
	

	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, summarizing the background, aim, methods, and key findings. However, it would benefit from:

· Humanizing patients with the disease, rather than diseased patients. Participants without hypertension may be called normal controls.

· Briefly mentioning the conclusion’s implications for clinical practice, the last statement cannot be deduced from a cross-sectional study; it is an overstatement.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design is appropriate (comparative cross-sectional). The methodology, including inclusion criteria, sample handling, and ELISA-based quantification of adhesion molecules, appears sound. However:

· The sample size calculation and justification are not clearly stated; how did the authors reach 172 participants? What does robustness imply? It seems so abstract.

· There is no discussion of potential confounders (e.g., diabetes, dyslipidemia, smoking), which are highly proinflammatory and may independently affect the levels of circulating adhesion molecules.

· The statistical analysis lacks multivariate modeling to control for these confounders.
Unless the authors explicitly explain why they did not perform tests such as lipid profile, random blood sugar, HbA1c, renal and liver function tests, ESR, or hs-CRP to stratify and qualify the adhesion molecule levels in serum, the results presented, albeit logically, do not inform anything about their elevation or normalcy in patients with or without hypertension.

· It would also be prudent for the authors to ascertain the diagnosis of hypertension, and for the case of science, an assessment of the cardiac function using echocardiography would suffice.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate but should include more recent (post-2020) literature since hypertension biology is a constantly researched topic.
	

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


	The English is understandable and conveys scientific meaning clearly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors should consider presenting data graphically (e.g., boxplots of ICAM-1, VCAM-1 levels by severity of hypertension). The discussion could be strengthened by comparing findings with regional studies from sub-Saharan Africa, and if data is scarce as the authors alluded in the introduction, use data from regions with similar patient profiles. The conclusion should emphasize translational relevance—how endothelial molecule profiling could inform hypertension management or prevention strategies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Ethical approval and informed consent are mentioned, but details (approval reference number, approving committee) should be explicitly included in the Methods section to ensure compliance with institutional and international standards.
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