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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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 manuscript provides an important contribution to the understanding of Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus (T2DM) within the Indian population, emphasizing the integration of biomarker research with therapeutic strategies. Given India’s rapidly growing diabetes burden, the article’s focus on both molecular insights and pharmacological approaches has strong public health relevance. The detailed analysis of emerging biomarkers, particularly those relevant to microvascular and macrovascular complications, adds value for clinicians and researchers working toward early detection and personalized treatment. Moreover, the discussion on combination therapies tailored for the Indian healthcare context bridges an important gap
between molecular research and clinical practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title — “Decoding Type 2 Diabetes in India: Molecular Insights, Biomarker Trends, and Combination Therapy Approaches (T2DM)” — 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.
	The abstract is informative and includes epidemiological data, biomarker significance, and therapeutic focus. However, it could benefit from improved structure and conciseness.
Suggested improvements:
· Streamline the first paragraph to reduce redundancy and clarify key numbers (some statistics appear repetitive or inconsistent).
· Add a brief statement of the aim or objective of the review.
· Conclude with a short summary highlighting the main findings or implications (e.g., “This review underscores the importance of biomarker-driven, combination therapy approaches in improving diabetes management in India”).
· Check grammar and numerical formatting for consistency (e.g., “2079 yrs” → “20–79 years”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and covers recent advances comprehensively. It cites relevant peer- reviewed studies and uses recent data from sources such as The Lancet, Diabetes Care, and Frontiers in Endocrinology. The biomarker classification (inflammatory, angiogenic, metabolic, oxidative stress, neurodegenerative, ncRNA) is accurate and reflects current understanding. The combination therapy section is clinically appropriate, reflecting real-world Indian practice. However:
· A concise summary table of emerging biomarkers and their clinical implications could improve clarity.
· A short paragraph comparing India’s biomarker research status to global trends (e.g., U.S., Europe, China) would add valuable context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, current (with several 2023–2025 studies), and relevant. However:
· Ensure consistent reference formatting (some entries show duplicated or incomplete information, e.g., “Architha, T	(93), (2024). Cells, 13(5), 456”).
· Include a few recent Indian-specific biomarker studies (2022–2024) for stronger regional representation.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language conveys scientific meaning clearly, but several grammatical and structural issues require minor editing:
· Recurrent run-on sentences in the abstract and introduction.
· Inconsistent numerical formatting and capitalization (e.g., “75% inder T2DM condition”).
· Occasional redundancy that could be reduced to enhance readability.
A professional English language edit is recommended before final submission to improve flow, grammar, and consistency with scholarly communication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript presents high scientific relevance and novelty , addressing a critical and timely issue— Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus (T2DM) in India—through an in-depth focus on biomarkers and combination therapy, supported by well-selected and up-to-date references. Its structure and organization are generally logical and well-defined though a few sections could benefit from reduced redundancy and more concise phrasing to improve readability. Scientifically, the article is both conceptually and factually accurate with solid methodological reasoning and reliable sources, despite minor inconsistencies in data presentation and reference formatting. The abstract is comprehensive but slightly verbose requiring tightening and clearer articulation of objectives and conclusions. The language quality is scholarly and understandable  yet minor grammatical and stylistic polishing would enhance the professional tone.
The references are extensive and current , though some minor formatting adjustments are needed. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates strong merit and is close to publication quality. With minor revisions focused on language refinement, abstract conciseness, and reference consistency, it should be suitable for
acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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