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Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

I suggest a change of the title. In my opinion, the title 

should not be a question but a statement: 

 

Hypertension – the greatest cause of morbidity, 

hospitalisation and mortality in The Gambia 

 

The author agrees with the opinion of the 

review, as a result, the title of the paper has been 

changed as suggested. 

Optional/General comments 

 
• Materials & methods are suitable for the actual 

study.  

• Results & discussion: 

1. The data are well controlled and robust. 

2. Authors provide relevant and current references 

during discussion.  

3. Discussion and conclusions are based on actual 

facts and figures.  

4. The article has sufficient and appropriate 

statistical analyses. 

• Conclusion is supported by the data discussed 

inside the manuscript.  

• All the cited references are relevant and 

adequate.  

 

 


