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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the 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) 
 

 
 
1. The manuscript is important for scientific community. The high prevalence of prehypertension 

(40%) among medical students of University of Kisangani was shown. The factors associated 
with prehypertension were identified: age, family history of hypertension, family history of 
diabetes mellitus, moderate anxiety, coffee consumption, and irregular physical activity. Some 
of the factors may be controlled. 
 

2. The title of the article is suitable. 
 
3. The abstract of the article is comprehensive. 
 
4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. 
 
5. I think that the manuscript is scientifically correct. 

 
6. The references are sufficient and recent. 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I have some minor issues.  
1). I would recommend in the case of insignificant difference (P>0.05) do not discuss the factor 
effect. It is absent. 
2). In the tables and the text if the authors show exact value of probability, for instance, 0.021, it 
is necessary to indicate, P=0.021or P<0.05, but not P<0.021. 
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