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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 following important points have to be clarified or fixed and they all are Thank you for the reviewer’s comment. Now | checked and arranged
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P10
P11

highlighted in yellow color in the main manuscript with comments in red color.
Manuscript also has to be corrected and edited for the English. This
manuscript may be accepted after appropriate revision.

Full form of PCR-RFLP

Full form of ELISA

Diabetes mellitus should be in Italics

Diabetes mellitus should be in Italics

Reference should be rechecked

Reference should be rechecked

Reference should be rechecked

Reference should be added for the DNA extraction salting out method
References of primers used, manually designed or universal or from

research papers.

: Diabetes mellitus should be in Italics

. In the discussion part, the present study should not be used again and
again, Better do it with comparison.
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P25:

Arrange reference according to Journal (Volume)
Arrange reference according to Journal (Scientist Name)
Arrange reference according to Journal (Year and Volume)
Arrange reference according to Journal (Year)

Arrange reference according to Journal (Year)

Arrange reference according to Journal (Year)

Arrange reference according to Journal (Year)

Arrange reference according to Journal (Volume)
Arrange reference according to Journal (Volume)
Arrange reference according to Journal (Volume)
Arrange reference according to Journal (Volume)
Recheck the reference again (Volume)

Recheck the reference again

Recheck the reference again (Volume)

all my references. This is my weakness in checking the references
thoroughly. I revised as much as | can according to the suggestions.
I think, now the manuscript become more better than the previous
one Thank you again for your expert opinion.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

No special ethical issues in this manuscript
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