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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 
 

 
The title needs to be corrected by changing the word “Diabetic Mother” 
The word “Diabetic” is discriminatory and should be avoided in journal publication.  
 
This word should be replaced by “mothers with diabetes” This should be applied to all the 
text where “Diabetic” is used in this article. 
 
Abstract Section: This is a quantitative analysis; the results should include the values such 
as p-values and confidence intervals. That is display the results briefly within the text.  
 
Patients and methods should be replaced with Participants and Methods.  
 
Results Section: 
Linear regression graphics need to be displayed between echocardiographic data and 
various clinical data with interpretation.  
 
HbA1c was significantly higher in groups with diabetes as compared to the control group 
(please insert p<0.05 and mention mean values of HbA1c in groups with diabetes with the 
control group). 
 
The following statement made by the authors is incorrect and needs to be corrected.  
 
“IVS thickness had a significant correlation with HbA1c, FBS and 2 HPP (P<0.05)”  
 
The statement should be written as follows: 
 
IVS thickness had a moderate correlation with HbA1c (r=0.53) and with FBS (r=0.44) and 
poor correlation with 2 HPP (r=0.28). However, these correlations were statistically 
significant (p<0.05). 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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