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	Present MS is interesting and relevant, demonstrating the potential of Unani medicine in the management of Diabetic Peripheral Neuropathy. This study can contribute as cost effective, and safer treatment of DPN. This work encourages ethno-pharmacological approaches for the management of various chronological disease management. 
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	Scientifically MS is sound in concept, but limitation occurred in study design. Only 3 patients sample size without control group, limits the ability of Unani formulations. One more point is that if patients were continuously taking conventional anti diabetic drugs which also making difficult for separate conclusion about the efficacy of QZK and HA. 
Statistical analysis could be impressive for the study.
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