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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 
 

Statistical analysis. Please explain a little more the way you have constructed the 
ROC analysis. With complicated vs not? Or with diabetic’s vs not?  
The regression analysis is not explained in the statistical analysis section either.  
“By using univariate analysis, it was found that a significant correlations existed 
between the occurrence of complications and fasting blood sugar.” What is the 
variable referring to complications that you correlated? Number or complications? 
Complications yes/no? Please explain in the statistical analysis section.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The minor revision comments are signalled in the text with the tracking changes option of 
the word.  
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