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his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Following limitations are observed I the paper, Data Representativeness, Sample Size, Data 

Imbalance, Variable Scope, Overfitting, Model Complexity, Data Quality, Temporal Limitation, Causal 

Inference, External Validation 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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Optional/General comments 
 

1. Single hospital data may limit generalizability. 

2. The dataset of 400 patients may be too small for robust machine learning analysis. 

3. Possible imbalance between DM and non-DM cases could bias results. 

4. Key factors like genetics and socioeconomic status were excluded. 

5. Exceptionally high accuracy suggests potential overfitting. 

6. MLPNN may be sensitive to hyperparameters and data specifics. 

7. Potential issues with missing or inconsistent medical records. 

8. Findings may become outdated as health trends evolve. 

9. The study identifies correlations, not causal relationships. 

10. Lack of validation on external datasets limits generalizability. 

11. No clarity in the figures, not formatted the tables. 

12. Poor in discussion and results section. 

13. References not cited properly. 
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