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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.


	The manuscript discusses an important public health issue in a low-resource setting. Hypertension is a major public health problem, and effective management depends on consistent medication adherence. Assessment of adherence to antihypertensive medication among hypertensive patients is very important health problem, that we should solve to avoids many complications .
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and appropriate.


	

	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.


	Abstract Results: The percentages for adherence levels in the Abstract (76.8% moderate, 8.5% high, 14.7% low) do not match the results presented in Figure 1 (76.8% moderate, 13.5% high, 9.8% low). This is a serious discrepancy that must be corrected.

The abstract mentions uncooperative health workers (55.0%) as a key barrier, but this finding is not sufficiently highlighted or discussed in the main text.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design matches the stated goals, and the sample size is adequate. However, there are still major concerns about the clarity of the methods, how the data are presented, the statistical analysis, will be discussed next.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant, appropriate studies were included and referenced correctly.


	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1-The title is clear and appropriate.

2- Abstract Results needs correction.
3- Introduction; clearly outlined and justified.

4- Materials and Methods

Research Design: The justification is sound.

Population of Study: Clear.

Sample Size Calculation: The formula application is correct. However, the estimated population size (N=1,080) is not justified. How was this derived? Is it the annual clinic attendance? A monthly estimate multiplied? This needs clarification.

The non-response rate adjustment is miscalculated, see the attached file.
5- Results:

-Table 1: Critical Error: The Sex data in Table 1 is incorrect. It shows Male=116 (98.2%) and Female=284 (71.0%). This must be corrected (Male=116, 29.0%; Female=284, 71.0%).

-Table 2 & Figure 1: As noted, the adherence percentages in the abstract, text, and figure must be reconciled. Figure 1 is essential but should be referenced in the text describing the levels.

-Table 4: The use of Chi-square tests for Table 4 is inappropriate for the presented data structure, Re-analyze Table 4 using an appropriate statistical test for ordinal dependent variables (e.g., Chi-square for trend). Report measures of association strength (e.g., Cramer's V) for all Chi-square tests.

6- Discussion: The discussion is well-structured, comparing findings to other studies.The most striking findings from its own data: the extremely high prevalence of barriers like lack of comprehensive information (77%) and unaffordability (76.3%). The implications of these system-level failures are under-discussed.

7-. Conclusion, Limitations, and Recommendations: appropriate.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

NO. ethical issues in this manuscript.
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