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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   

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Introduction: please check the punctuation and 

connection between phrases in all parts of introduction: 

E.g. “The results of the study indicated a prevalence of 

3.4%[4].But recent estimates change to” “The results 

of the study indicated a prevalence of 3.4%[4] even 

recent estimates…. (REF). 

Materials and Methods: I suggest to describe all methods 

of blood analysis (estimation of HbA1c, Hb F,.. in one 

section “Blood sample collection and analysis”; 

Exclude the reference values or discuss it in the 

discussion section; 

For topic 2.7.2 please insert only the reference and 

exclude the text; 

Results: 

Please, format the table excluding vertical line and 

shadow; 

Please change figure 1 to a non 3D graphic; 

Draw table 2 A and B together, side by side. In my 

opinion is easier to read and compare the data values; 

Please format table 3 and 4 excluding vertical line and 

shadow; 

The same of table 2 for table 4 A and B; 

Please improve the quality of figure 2, both for legend 

and line and legends; 

The part around table 5 is confused. Please define what is 

table 5 and possible 6 or put both tables together; 

Discussion 

Line 1 , please exclude the expression “to the best of our 
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knowledge”; 

The discussion is an important part of manuscript. Please 

extend this part, using recent manuscript from literature 

and insert the most important findings of you study. 

A suggestion to writ the discussion is to begin with the 

main results and then, discuss each result as it appears in 

the results section; 

The study cited only 22 references, and this subject has a 

large number of studies in literature, mainly in Pubmed 

with free access 

Conclusion: please, be concise. Describe only the 

important results; 

 

There is no Appendix? 

Optional/General comments 
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