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 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 authors must re-write de manuscript. The 

results are confused due to poor stathistical 

methods used and probably not adequate leading 

to a major misunderstanding in their conclusion. 

There is no "p" value. Is it possible to compare 

such different groups in terms of "n" without an 

appropriate stathistical method? I do not believe 

so.  

The primary or secondary end points are not 

defined. The BMI and blood pressure values were 

described even not been considered as primary or 

secondary end points. How come? There is no 

relation between the main objective and the 

conclusion 
 

The p-values of the differences between the 

mean values of the  parameters studied in the 

patients in both health centres have been 

reported in table 1 in the result section. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

The mean diabetes duration is not specified in 

material and methods. 

The authors need to do a major review in english 

grammatical structure 

 

 

Mean duration of diabetes in these patients was 

5years 3months. 
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