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Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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Compulsory REVISION comments The introduction is well documented by making a comparison between the opinions of international
experts, but also referring to the problematic situation, prevalence and factors associated with the
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? current situation of risk factors of hypertension and cardiac disorders.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) The authors of the paper make a good quality distribution of all research variables, making a very
good theoretic mix about the relationship between health information about risk factors of
2. Is the title of the article suitable? hypertension and cardiac disorders, a deadly duo.
(If not please suggest an alternative title) The results attest that the quality of the research reflects those mentioned in the introduction and
methodology.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? They provide consistent work in the category of defined value for research and related sciences,
but provide valuable information for professionals and researchers.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? The conclusion and discussion provides valuable information on the established prevalence
situation and the factors associated with the current situation of the risk factors of hypertension and
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? cardiac disorders, a deadly duo, combining information from the international literature with the field

situation in the current time.
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Minor REVISION comments

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

Optional/General comments
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