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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 paper is not carefully executed and not clearly presented. The paper represents the 
study of ultrasound measurement of the abdominal aortic diameter in a normotensive and 
hypertensive adult nigerian population in Enugu. I would recommend to change the 
literature style to be more coherent.  You should unify the style of figures, tables and 
references (Table 1,3; figures 4,6,7). Charts of figures should indicate standard deviation. 
I advise you to rewrite or edit the abstract, and unify the description for all tables, 
references and figures.   
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The table 3 is difficult to follow. 
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