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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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Compulsory REVISION comments | The abstract can be rewritten as a structured format

Results

Introduction
Research significance
Methodology

Conclusion

This is a cross sectional study so the authors can consider reporting it using the Strobe Checklist for cross
sectional studies

https://www.strobe-statement.org/checklists/

If the intent is to investigate whether changes in haematological parameters can lead to development of
complications of T2DM then the suggested comparisons should be T2DM with complicaitons vs T2DM
without complicaitons

The current study is looking at T2DM vs non-T2DM and will not answer the question of interest

Please rewrite the justification

Please provide details on how many patients were approached and rejected

The sample size calculation is wrong

If the intent is to compare between T2DM and non T2DM, sample size calculation should be set to detect a
minimum difference between the 2 groups

Consult with a statistician if you are unsure

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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