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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses the important relationship between platelet activation and hypertension using serum P-selectin as a biomarker. Understanding the role of platelet activation in hypertensive patients may contribute to improved cardiovascular risk stratification and future therapeutic strategies. The study also provides region-specific data from North-Central Nigeria, which is valuable given the limited biomarker-based hypertension research from this population. Overall, the findings add useful clinical insight into the pathophysiological mechanisms of hypertension.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 adequate and reflects the aim, methodology, and key findings.
However, a few minor improvements may enhance clarity:

- Mention study design explicitly as cross-sectional comparative study in the opening line

- Correct minor typographical errors

- Provide clearer statistical representation for ROC findings

- Add one line on clinical implications in conclusion


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically acceptable.
The study design, sample size, and statistical methods are appropriate for the stated objectives.

However, the following minor issues should be addressed:

· Clarify matching of cases and controls (age/sex differences exist)

· Improve description of ELISA methodology and calibration

· Provide justification for sample size or power calculation (if available)

· Improve clarity in statistical reporting (median vs mean consistency)


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and relevant to the topic.
Most key studies on platelet activation and hypertension have been cited.

Suggestions:
· Add 1–2 recent (last 5 years) references on platelet biomarkers in hypertension

· Ensure uniform referencing style and formatting consistency


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires minor language editing for grammar, sentence structure, and typographical corrections.
Professional English editing will improve readability and scholarly presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conducted hospital-based comparative study with clinically relevant findings.
The manuscript would benefit from minor language editing, improved clarity in methodology description, and refinement of statistical reporting.
With these minor revisions, the paper will be suitable for publication.
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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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