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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

The manuscript good presented different parts

Minor REVISION comments

There are minors linguistic errors need to be improved such as “patientsaged, atTanta, in
the, Hospitalfrom, criteriawere,...etc. please revise.

Please rephrasing the sentences “As well as hypertensive patients, smokers, individuals
with chronic kidney illness and history of documented coronary artery, congenital heart,
and valvular heart diseases. In addition, patients with left ventricular ejection fraction
(LVEF)>50 % by conventional echocardiography”

By “Hypertensive patients, smokers, people with chronic kidney disease, and anyone with a
history of coronary artery, congenital heart, and valvular heart disease are all at risk.
Patients having a left ventricular ejection fraction (LVEF) greater than 50% on traditional
echocardiography are also included”

Also “As well as people with atrial fibrillation and other types of arrhythmias.”

Please correct the sentences as following “Regarding demographic data, SBP, and DBP

measures showsinsignificantdifference among the studied groups. Table 1” by “Regarding
demographic data, SBP, and DBP measures shows in significant difference among the

studied groups (Table 1)”.

Optional/General comments

The parts of the manuscript are good presented
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