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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 contributes significantly to the understanding of DM, providing valuable insights that can inform future research and clinical practice. The findings have implications for specific area of study, addressing a critical gap in current knowledge. By shedding light on important parts related to this topic,this study enhances our comprehension of broader field. The manuscript's relevance to the scientific community lies in its potential to impact or application.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title effectively conveys the main focus of the manuscript. It clearly tells us about the disease which is going to be discussed later on in the manuscript and tells about the geographical area as it holds certain importance.
	

	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 provides a concise overview but may benefit from additional details on methodology and key findings. Consider expanding on the study's significance and implications.
Suggestions for Abstract is given below:
Methodology: Briefly describe the study design and methods.
Key findings: Highlight the most significant results.
Implications: Emphasize the study's relevance and potential impact.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, but a thorough review of the methodology, data analysis, and conclusions is necessary to confirm.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seem relevant, but consider adding more recent studies to reflect current advancements in the field.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor revisions may be needed to ensure clarity and concision throughout the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript contributes significantly to the understanding of DM, providing valuable insights that can inform future research and clinical practice. The findings have implications for specific area of study, addressing a critical gap in current knowledge. By shedding light on important parts related to this topic,this study enhances our comprehension of broader field. The manuscript's relevance to the scientific community lies in its potential to impact or application.
The manuscript appears to adhere to ethical standards:

1. Informed consent was obtained from participants.

2. The study was approved by the Research Ethics Committee of the Federal Medical Centre, Yenagoa (Protocol Number: 130).

3. Procedures followed the World Medical Association (WMA) Helsinki Declaration.

However, consider clarifying:

1. Potential risks and benefits disclosed to participants.

2. Participant confidentiality and data protection measures.
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