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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 is important for the scientific community because it provides a comprehensive longitudinal analysis of hypertension trends and care cascade performance in Africa over nearly three decades (1990–2019). By applying dynamic fractional modelling, the study offers a more nuanced understanding of disease progression and healthcare system responsiveness, which is crucial for improving chronic disease management in low- and middle-income countries. The findings contribute valuable epidemiological evidence that can inform public health policy, resource allocation, and intervention strategies aimed at reducing the burden of hypertension. Furthermore, the study strengthens the existing literature by integrating advanced modelling techniques with population-level data, thereby enhancing methodological rigor in cardiovascular and global health research
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	is generally suitable because it clearly reflects the scope (Africa), timeframe (1990–2019), and methodological approach (dynamic fractional modelling). It accurately conveys that the study focuses on both epidemiological trends and care cascade performance.

However, the wording could be made slightly clearer and more concise for better readability. The phrase “in Dynamic Fractional Modelling” may sound method-heavy and could be reframed for smoother flow such as: “Trends and Care Cascade Performance of Hypertension in Africa (1990–2019): A Dynamic Fractional Modelling Approach” (suggestion)
	

	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.


	First, the abstract would benefit from a clearer statement of the study’s specific objectives or research questions at the beginning. Second, it would be helpful to briefly specify the data source(s) and sample coverage to enhance transparency and reproducibility. Third, including key quantitative results (e.g., major percentage changes, confidence intervals, or model performance indicators) would improve its scientific rigor and impact. Finally, the conclusion section could more explicitly highlight the practical or policy implications of the findings for hypertension control programs in Africa
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the overall structure and methodological description, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and logically organized….but, it is important that the authors explicitly describe data sources, inclusion criteria, handling of missing data, and justification for model selection to ensure reproducibility and transparency.
	

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

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


	minor grammatical inconsistencies, sentence structure issues, and occasional awkward phrasing may benefit from careful proofreading or professional language editing
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript demonstrates solid scientific merit, appropriate methodology, and clear relevance to public health research, particularly in the context of hypertension trends and care cascade performance in Africa. The analytical approach appears robust, and the topic is timely and policy-relevant.

Minor revisions are recommended to improve clarity in methodological reporting, and refine language quality to meet high international journal standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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