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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this 
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Continuous glucose monitoring (CGM) devices help you manage diabetes with fewer 
fingerstick checks. Learning how to use a CGM takes time, but it can help more easily 
manage a diabetic patient's health. Using a CGM device can make it easier to manage 
diabetes. Several studies show that people with Type 1 and Type 2 diabetes who use a 
CGM have fewer episodes of low blood sugar and a lower A1C. Now -a - days CGMs 
are a very powerful tool to have in diabetes management toolbelt.The researcher did 
proper justification by choosing the topic. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest 
the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please 
write your suggestions here. 

 

Yes  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

 Clear objectives 
 Clarified Consent issue ( but lack of ethical clearance) 
 well written discussion section 
 Methodology section is clear and  formative 
 Conclusion section is précised  one and  leading a good recommendation 
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