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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 
 

 
Phrases should be written in full when used first time.  
Percentages should add up to 100.0%. 
Make sure to use the same decimal points for all numbers. 
Tables 2 (awareness and complications) and 3 (awareness) are essentially about 
aware, can be merged. 
Table 2 and Figure 1 have the information, so remove one. 
The sentences are too long and mostly confusing particularly in the results section. 
The grammar is very poor, needs marked improvement. 
This manuscript is essentially about Diabetes, it is quite unimaginable that the 
subject title is abbreviated dm. 
Most of the references do not conform with international standards. 
The discussion carries little depth as reasons for findings that were contradictory to 
earlier findings were not given. 
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As highlighted in body of the manuscript. 
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The quality of this paper needs remarkable improvement. 
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