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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)The importance of screening adolescents for hypertension and target organ damage  need 
to a be  highlighted by quoting facts and figures from literature . 
 
2)  A few months study period is too small to  draw inferences about target organ damage . 
An emphasis on absent adolescent  target organ damage would be counter productive to 
the interests of the article as it is likely to send wrong signals of drawing hasty conclusions. 
 
3) The situation can be retrieved by instead of emphasising the fact of no                         
target organ damage in the affected group, emphasing that this group need to be           
given close follow-up for early detection of target organ damage. 

Reviewer comment is accepted and had been corrected and highlighted in yellow. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments   
 

PART  2:  
 

 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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(IF YES, KINDLY PLEASE WRITE DOWN THE ETHICAL ISSUES HERE IN 
DETAILS).  

 
 
 

 
 
 Reviewer comment is accepted and had been corrected and highlighted in yellow. 
All authors declare that written informed consent was obtained from the participants in 
accordance with Ethics review regulation for publication of this study. A copy of the written 
consent is available for review by the Editorial office/Chief Editor/Editorial Board members 
of this journal. Also, Ethical clearance for the study was obtained from the Committee on 
Human Research Publication and Ethics (CHRPE) of the School of Medical Sciences, 
KNUST, Kumasi and ethical number given was CHRPE/AP/491/16. 

 


