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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Importance of the manuscript: This study provides relevant information on micronutrient alterations in hypertensive patients in Nigeria, a population where such data are limited. It highlights trace elements that may contribute to hypertension pathophysiology and supports the need for mineral assessment during disease management. The findings add value to global and regional public health discussions, particularly for cardiovascular risk monitoring and nutritional interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title suitability: The title is generally appropriate and accurately reflects the content. However, it could be shortened for clarity and readability. Suggested alternative: “Alterations in Mineral Element Levels among Hypertensive Patients in Port Harcourt, Nigeria”.
	

	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.


	Abstract: The abstract covers all major elements but contains grammatical issues and some inconsistent units (e.g., µl instead of µg/l for some minerals). It is recommended to revise wording for clarity and correct unit errors. Consider briefly stating the study design and significance of findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific correctness: The manuscript presents clear methodology and meaningful results. However, some areas need refinement: ensure accurate statistical reporting (e.g., some t-values appear unusually large), correct unit inconsistencies, and discuss limitations (e.g., dietary intake not assessed).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References: References are relevant but several citations are outdated or inconsistently formatted. Some sources appear to be from questionable or low-impact journals. It is suggested to add more recent peer-reviewed articles from reputable cardiovascular and nutritional science journals to strengthen scientific rigor.
	

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


	English/Language quality: Moderate revision is required. There are typographical, grammatical, and formatting errors throughout the text. Standardization of scientific terms and unit notation is needed. Professional language editing is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The study topic is relevant and adds valuable data from a region with limited research.

· The methodology is generally sound, and findings are well presented.

· However, significant improvements are needed in:

· Language quality and grammar

· Clarification of statistical results

· Correction of unit inconsistencies

· Formatting and referencing style
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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