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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 
 

Generally, the study discusses a very important topic in clinical practice. Most of the work is 
well done. Concerning the title, I advised to be as follows: Assessment of Glycaemic 
Control among Diabetic Patients attending care at ……. 
In the abstract, it is important to mention the method of assessing glycaemic control 
(HBA1C%) which is not mentioned. In result (in abstract), the mean and SD of HBA1C was 
not written. The aim of the study as stated in the title was to determine the glycaemic 
control of diabetic patients, so no need to add factors associated with good glycaemic 
control. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

In the conclusion better to add a recommendation of further studies to find out the causes 
of this poor glycaemic control. I do not think there is a need to include the patient religion in 
socioeconomic data.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Abstract in any study should be informative summary explaining how the study was done 
with on discussion so have a look at the abstract. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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