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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This paper is well-structured, comprehensive, and scientifically rich in its content. The research provides a solid synthesis of epidemiology, pathophysiology, clinical features, and prevention strategies linking hypertension and cognitive impairment. The manuscript shows extensive literature familiarity and integrates both classic and recent sources.
· Strong epidemiological context, as clearly present global burden data and prevalence in older adults.
· Accurate clinical and pathophysiological links appropriately describe microcirculatory damage, cerebral atrophy, and BBB dysfunction.
· Clear connection to MCI and dementia risk, stating numerical risk increases (40% for MCI, 70% for dementia) adds credibility.
· Good clinical description of MCI symptoms as executive function and memory impairments are well explained.
· Solid justification for intervention it highlights hypertension as a modifiable risk factor, which strengthens the abstract’s impact.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Hypertension and Cognitive Decline in Older Adults: A Comprehensive Review
	

	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 is scientifically sound, clear, and relevant, with strong epidemiological framing and a coherent narrative linking hypertension, microvascular damage, and cognitive impairment. It effectively communicates clinical relevance and provides a logical rationale for hypertension control in older adults.
However, there are certain areas for improvement regarding flow, redundancy, precision, and academic tone, as follow;
1. Flow and coherence
Some sentences jump quickly from statistics, historical context, MCI definition and pathophysiology. The abstract feels congested because it covers both population-level data and mechanistic detail in a short section
2. Minor grammar and phrasing issues
Examples:
· “It is estimated to account 9.4 million deaths” e.g. “account for 9.4 million deaths”
· “results in 212 million disability-adjusted life years lost” could be more concise.
3. MCI definition slightly oversimplified
 “without impacting instrumental activities of daily living,” which is correct, but some journals prefer phrasing such as “does not significantly impair.” 
4. Historical reference is unnecessary
“Since the 19th century-----” does not add scientific weight and costs valuable space.
5. Numbers should be contextualized
The statement “40% increased risk of MCI” and “70% increased risk of dementia” is strong but would benefit from specifying whether this refers to relative risk.
Suggestions for improvements (conceptual):
· Remove or shorten the 19th-century historical note.
· Strengthen flow: move from epidemiology, clinical condition, pathophysiology, clinical expression, and public health importance.
· Clarify types of cognitive functions affected.
· Use more formal academic transitions.
Suggestions for sentence-level edit:
· Replace “This manifests as” with “These deficits manifest as” - more precise manner.
· Replace “strict blood pressure control and optimization” with “intensive and sustained blood pressure control.”
	


	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is well-structured, comprehensive, and scientifically rich. Also, it provides  a solid synthesis of epidemiology, pathophysiology, clinical features, and prevention strategies linking hypertension and cognitive impairment. The manuscript shows extensive literature familiarity and integrates both classic and recent sources.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is comprehensive, current, and well-balanced, fully adequate for an academic publication on this topic.  It demonstrates excellent scholarly rigor and covers all necessary angles for a high-quality academic manuscript.
	

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

	
English quality of your article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from targeted polishing to reach the level as expected in high-impact academic journals
English use in the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication, with following suggestions to improve;
· enhance fluency
· improve transitions
· perfect grammar
· tighten academic style



	

	Optional/General comments

	

Very Good Scintific Paper.

	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


Based on a detailed review of the manuscript, no major ethical issues are present. The work is a narrative literature review, and these types of manuscripts generally do not require ethics board approval, patient consent, or special disclosures. 
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