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	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 review article comprehensively synthesizes current knowledge on nutritional management in gestational diabetes mellitus (GDM), integrating evidence from clinical guidelines, peer-reviewed studies, and biochemical insights. Its structured presentation of dietary interventions, metabolic mechanisms, and nutritional supplements is commendable. The article effectively bridges clinical practice with scientific literature, offering a holistic overview that supports individualized patient care.
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	Yes
	

	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. 
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This is a review article and correctly presented. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No,  References are inconsistently formatted and sometimes incomplete, affecting the article's academic polish.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Need modification
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	Dear Author(s), article is an interesting read. Still need alterations for better understanding.

i. The article occasionally repeats ideas (e.g., on vitamin D and inositol), making the narrative unnecessarily long and reducing reader engagement.

ii. While numerous studies are cited, the article often summarizes findings without a critical assessment of study quality, limitations, or conflicting results.

iii. The review lacks depth in discussing recent or emerging interventions like gut microbiota modulation beyond probiotics.

iv. Methodology needs revision, author(s) can follow few articles for better presentation and insights.
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