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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 
 

 
1-Article may be suitable for the journal in general and virtual form. 
2-The subject is important and is currently required which the author has made 
contribution in it and produced some welcome positive. 
3-I found myself in front of many multiple corrections, as if I going to write the article 
from the beginning to end. 
4-Author must be rewritten and reformulate all parts of this article. 
5- The article lacks to scientific methodology, modernity and clarity to attract the 
reader of the journal. 
6-Scientific back ground needs many more and modern references in such articles 
that are directly related to human health. 
7-Author needs to enough method and data to evidence the results of 
pharmacological treatment used as the results mentioned are few and do not meet 
the desired purpose of the article. 
8-Author must be expands the results and discussion to explain more information 
about diet types, constituents, efficiency, life style as well as the pharmacological 
treatments used and its implications. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1-Author must be rewritten and reformulate their introduction, methods and 
discussion to produce a more suitable for this article. 
2-Author need enough method and data to evidence the results of treatments. 
3-I found myself in front of many multiple corrections, as if I was going to write the 
article from beginning to end. 
4-I was expecting valuable and up-to-date results for treatment and the definitive 
treatment of diabetes, but I was disappointed. 
5-Author must be expanded the discussion to explain more information about the 
types of diet composition, efficiency, life style as well as the pharmacological 
treatment used and its implications. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1-The paper needs substantial changes such as widening of the literature review.   
2-The methods used to measure the level of blood glucose are very limited and no 
indication, although there are many in the literature reviews. 
3-Reference No. 18 is present in the page of reference but not found in the text. 
4- Expanded discussion, data analysis and reformulate introduction, method and 
discussion.  
5- The article would benefit from reformulate the data written for a clear. 
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6- English language editor following a restructure of the paper. 
7- Article need reformulate to develop the pharmacological treatment. 
8-The author could strengthen the paper by reformulate article presentation, 
discussion and add method for the quality evaluation of pharmacological treatment. 
9-The manuscript may be ready for publication after complete these revisions.  

 
 
 
PART  2:  
 

 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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