Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Medicine and Medical Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMMR_144939

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A COMPARATIVE STUDY ON CELLULITIS IN PATIENTS WITH AND WITHOUT DIABETES MELLITUS

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments
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	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 offers important insights into cellulitis treatment outcomes in diabetic versus non-diabetic patients, emphasizing the impact of early detection, antibiotic therapy, and glycemic control. The study highlights key factors influencing recovery and complications, particularly in diabetic patients who face higher risks. Its findings could improve cellulitis management and patient outcomes in clinical settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	is suitable
	

	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 , 
Suggested Rewording:

"Cellulitis, a severe skin infection, significantly impacts quality of life. This study aims to compare therapeutic outcomes between diabetic and non-diabetic cellulitis patients. A total of 200 patients were included, with results indicating that diabetic patients had a lower recovery rate and more complications compared to non-diabetic patients. The study emphasizes the need for early detection and aggressive treatment in diabetic cellulitis cases to improve patient outcomes."


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript seem to be sufficient in number and cover a broad range of relevant studies regarding cellulitis, diabetes mellitus, and associated complications. The inclusion of recent studies and clinical guidelines strengthens the manuscript's foundation and relevance.
In conclusion, while the references are adequate, additional recent studies and clinical guidelines could further strengthen the manuscript’s scientific rigor
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally understandable but could benefit from revisions to meet scholarly standards. Improvements are needed in clarity, sentence structure, and consistency of terminology. Some grammatical errors and awkward phrasing should be corrected, and a formal, objective tone should be maintained throughout. Proofreading by a native English speaker or a professional editor is recommended to enhance overall readability and align the manuscript with academic writing conventions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The references in the manuscript are sufficient and cover relevant studies on cellulitis and diabetes mellitus. However, to strengthen the manuscript, I suggest incorporating more recent studies from the past 2-3 years, particularly regarding antibiotic resistance and clinical guidelines from organizations like IDSA and ADA. Additionally, referencing research on the impact of glycemic control on cellulitis recovery in diabetic patients would provide further evidence to support the conclusions. Overall, while the references are adequate, including recent studies and guidelines would enhance the manuscript's scientific rigor.
The manuscript presents an interesting and timely study on cellulitis in patients with and without diabetes mellitus.
 It is well-structured, and the methodology is sound. However, there are some areas that require attention before it can be considered for publication.

Clarity and Language: Some sections would benefit from improved clarity and rephrasing to ensure the text is suitable for a global scholarly audience.

Recent References: The manuscript would be stronger with additional references, particularly from the past 2-3 years, especially regarding new treatments, antibiotic resistance, and diabetic management guidelines.

After addressing these revisions, the manuscript will be in good shape for publication.


Minor Revision

The manuscript presents valuable findings and is well-structured, with good scientific content. However, a few improvements, such as updating references, enhancing clarity in the language, and addressing certain methodological aspects, could strengthen the work further. After these revisions, the manuscript would be ready for publication in a scholarly journal.
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