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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 
 

 
 
This is a retrospective study to assess the patterns of prescription and cost analysis of 
antihypertensive drugs recommended by JNC-7 guidelines. The abstract should include 
number of patients and their gender and age range and summerise all article. 
Remove the section of sample size calculation because it is not necessary  and known for 
readers. Cite the P value in tables in results section. Clarify most commonly used drugs 
and their percent usage in fixed dose combination. Cite also the strenghth and limitations of 
the study. Furthermore add new section at end of discussion of future research directions 
and display novel strategies to improve adherence such as patient activation interventions 
such as financial incentives and telephone calls. Update references to include similar 
studies done in 2018 including in particular systematic reviews and meta-analysis. 
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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