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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. Line 19 : statistic test is included in the method.

2. Some word writes inconsistent : type 2 DM, type 2 dm

3. Line 60: Mention the institutions that provide Ethical Clearance

4. Line 64 : blood sample was 7 mL, but it collected in 5 mL vacutainer?
5. How to calculate the number of samples?

6. Line 65: What kind of urine? Is it collected of 24 h of urine or urine in the morning?
Clarify

7. Line 86 : What type of SPSS?

8. Inthe discussion it is necessary to explain the pathway of how sialic acid can be
increased in inflammatory conditions, especially inflammation that results in DM
and DN. It is relates to the conclusions in the abstract. There is no apparent the
relationship of inflammatory that causes the increase of sialic acid in DM / DN.

9. Writing the references is not consistent, follow the guidelines of the journal

Corrections suggested by the reviewer is done in the manuscript and is
highlighted.

Number of samples was suggested by a statistician by referring the previous
literature where similar work was carried out.

Minor REVISION comments
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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