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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 
 

 

1. In the abstract conclusion,” The prevalence of overall IDH, of severe IDH using a nadir systolic BP less 

than 90 mmHg was 17.45%, of severe IDH using a nadir systolic BP less than 90 mmHg was 12.28%” is 

not correct 

2. Full form should be written before writing abbreviation first time. Eg CKD 

3. On page no. 3, left ventricular is written twice. 

4. Microgram (µg) is witten as ug everywhere. 

5. In the references there should be in one format only. Somewhere journal name is written in italic letters and 

somewhere not. 

6. Grammar should be revise 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Article is well presented 
 
Publish after revision  
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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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