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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.


	In this  cross-sectional author’s aims to assess knowledge and practice of insulin injection procedures among diabetic patients to re-educate them for appropriate methods. 
They didn't specify if patients had type 1 or 2 diabetes. Local data could help identify errors and optimize insulin administration for diabetics.

The subject of this study has been extensively documented in the literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Manuscript title is related with study design and procedures, however diabetes type must be stated.


	

	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 requires revision to include the mean age of the study group, the type of diabetes (such as type 1, type 2, or both), and the insulin treatment modalities (such as basal-bolus, basal, basal-plus, premixed, etc.). Insulin injection frequency per day Who educates the patients: registered nurse, doctor, or others?

The final sentence in the opening paragraph doesn't always need to be removed. (Only in cases of stress or ketoacidosis are other methods, such as intramuscular (I.M), intravenous (I.V), or infusion, used.)

The conclusion must specify and indicate the main results of the investigation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 The study employed convenience sampling, which may introduce selection bias and restrict generalizability, yet remains applicable.
The study fails to indicate whether the questionnaire underwent validation or piloting, thereby raising concerns regarding measurement validity and reliability.
The study population comprises diabetic patients  however, authors did  not mentioned  the types of diabetes or the duration of the condition. Cross-sectional design  it is limited to assessing associations rather than causality but reliable 
Limited to a single-center, small sample size, and no subgroup analysis by factors like education level, income, or urban/rural status.
The study utilizes only descriptive statistics, without employing inferential statistics. Inferential tests, such as chi-square and t-tests, are necessary to explore associations between patient characteristics and knowledge. study does not compare its results statistically with previous studies—only narrative comparisons are made

Main findings and implications of the study as follows: study group was relatively new to insulin therapy. authors did not mention the type of insulin therapy and injections frequency

Participants reported varying insulin storage methods: keeping insulin at room temperature may compromise its effectiveness, indicating a knowledge gap in proper storage.

 A concerning finding was that 54.4% of participants did not wash their hands before injecting insulin. which is an important aspect of self-care that needs improvement.

Insulin Administration Responsibility:  44.9% relied on caregivers. The relatively low rate of self-administration points to a potential lack of confidence or skills among patients, reinforcing the importance of education and support. The study reveals significant gaps in knowledge and practice regarding insulin storage, hand hygiene, and self-administration.in a local group of patients 
The study's design and results are not reported. It is a local collection of data that represents a specific hospital practice. The results are descriptive in nature and require the parameters that I previously mentioned.
	

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

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


	Language is mostly understandable for a medical audience. The results section data replications observed. Many sentences are too long or lack clarity, e.g.:“A total of 147 participants in which majority of them are male 88(55.1%) participants compared to female participants 66(44.8%)…

Table inclusion and exclusion criteria are unnecessary. The discussion should be written in plain text, not as a summary of the main points.

Professional English proofing or language editing is strongly advised.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript requires enhancements in scientific writing, including essential material and proficiency in the English language.
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