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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific and medical community, particularly in advancing the understanding of peripheral arterial disease (PAD) as a critical vascular complication among PLWDM. The findings from the study have potential implications for clinical guidelines and public health policies, fostering innovations in the prevention and management of diabetes-related vascular disease. There is an urgent need for comprehensive, multidisciplinary strategies in diabetes care. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable.
	

	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.


	The methods used for analysis of lipids and glucose were not stated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but the methods section is not detailed. The methods for analysis of glucose, HBA1c and lipids should be well described.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methods section should be more detailed. The laboratory techniques used for analysis of the parameters should be well explained. This is completely missing.
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