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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

  

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. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?   

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

1) There are a few spelling mistakes. Hypokalaemia is spelled 
differently throughout the text. It is advised to have the report run 
through a spell checker to correct these mistakes. 

 
2) Cordarone is a brand name. Use Amiodarone instead as most 

readers outside of the authors country won’t be aware of the 
particular brand names. 

 
3) The discussion attempts to cover a wide range of information related 

to primary hyperaldosteronism, but it lacks clear focus. The 
transitions between discussing hypertensive prevalence, cardiac 
complications, and treatment outcomes are abrupt and could benefit 
from more structured organization. Consider breaking down the 
paragraph into smaller sections or sentences that focus on individual 
aspects, such as epidemiology, pathophysiology, clinical features, 
and treatment. 

 

 

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

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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