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	Author’s Feedback (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 addresses the application of machine learning for early detection of diabetes, a rapidly growing global health issue. By comparing multiple algorithms on real-world and benchmark datasets, the study contributes to building efficient, automated diagnostic tools. The ensemble approach, high AUC values, and cross-validation methods provide reliable insights for clinical decision-making.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
The title is clear, specific, and reflects the content of the paper accurately.


	

	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 abstract is generally comprehensive and informative. However, it could briefly mention the main dataset used (PIMA and local clinical data) and highlight the best-performing algorithm explicitly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
The methodology and model evaluations are technically sound. The paper employs standard machine learning models, proper validation techniques (10-fold CV), and well-defined metrics (Accuracy, Precision, Recall, F1, AUC).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are relevant, but a few are slightly outdated. Including more references from the past 2–3 years (e.g., 2022–2024) would enhance the literature review.
	

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


	The manuscript is mostly well-written. Minor grammatical and punctuation errors exist and can be fixed with a professional language review.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 The paper would benefit from a visual comparison of algorithm performance (e.g., ROC curves or confusion matrices).

  Consider reducing redundancy in sections discussing model evaluation.
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