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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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additional suggestions/comments)
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References are sufficient but they are not recent. There are lots of articles way
more recent in the area.

The study was conducted to determine the immune responses to
hepatitis B vaccine in type 2 diabetic patients.

. The percentage of seroprotective titer was nearly the same for
diabetic and non-diabetic subjects but the serum value of IFN-y was
significantly lower in the diabetic subjects than in non-diabetic subjects
following hepatitis B vaccination

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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Optional/General comments

The number of patients included in the study was less in comparison to other

studies. The trial was too short to remark on complications and mortality.
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