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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 study is medically important because it included multiple genetic variants of the vitamin D receptor, revealing which genotype of this gene is a causative factor for the disease and which genotype is a protective factor. This study is important in identifying women who have a genetic predisposition to the disease.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Evaluation of the role of some physiological variations and genetic polymorphisms of the vitamin D receptor gene and its relationship to type 2 diabetes in women with osteoporosis during the postmenopausal period
	

	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.


	Yes, the article summary includes all research variables.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some notes regarding the writing of the article, including: 1 - The research did not discuss physiological variables.

2 - The nucleotide sequence of the primer used in the research was not written.

3 - The genotypes of the gene were not indicated in Figure 1.

4 - Not all samples were added to the agarose gel in Figure 1.
5 - The statistical analysis of the results contains errors that must be reviewed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Half of the references are old. New references should be added, preferably within the last five years.
	

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


	Some of us are suitable for writing the research in the language, but it is preferable that the research be linguistically reviewed by an English language specialist.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Why weren't equal numbers of samples taken from patients and healthy individuals? It would be preferable for the numbers to be equal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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