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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 In abstract should focused on Sudan people better than mentioned Indonesia hypertension ranks. 
 There is a difference in the number of patients in the methods and results as well as in the tables. 
 In table 3 should mention the duration of disease (days, months, years). 
 In table 4 should mention what the other diseases are? 
 There are parameters mentioned in methods do not find in whole article. 
 albumin: creatinine ratio calculation not found in tables of results. 
 Article is unordered and many sentences have to be rearranged   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 Article must be arranged completely. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 The idea of article is good, but it was not clearly explained. 
 Article must be modified as mentioned in the previous comments "urgently" 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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