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

Some correction is needed in anthropometric measurement.

Optional/General comments

In my opinion there are a lot of limitations in the present study. 1: Hypertension (HTn) IS primarily
related to BMI. Though they have measured it but not correlated with it. 2: BMI at age 17 is lower
than age 16 but prevalence of HTn is more in age 17. 3: Table 5 and 6 mentioned about
multivariate analysis but is appears as bivariate analysis. 4: Since this a cross sectional study and
not a prospective study, so risk of HTn is not a appropriate word and change this with prevalence of
HTn in the manuscript. 5: In table 5 and 6 many parameter shows p value <0.05 but Cl in all
crosses 1. This shows that there is issue with statistics. Kindly reanalyse the data.
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