Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Medicine and Medical Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMMR_148548

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	EVALUATION OF THE EFFECTIVENESS OF CONTINUOUS GLUCOSE MONITORING IN GLYCEMIC CONTROL OF CHILDREN WITH TYPE 1 DIABETES MELLITUS: A SYSTEMATIC LITERATURE REVIEW

	Type of the Article
	


	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 review identified 109 studies that addressed the use of Continuous Glucose Monitoring (CGM) in children with type 1 diabetes mellitus (T1DM). It addresses the fact that glycemic control in children with type 1 diabetes has been based on intermittent capillary blood glucose monitoring.
· This review documented that the adoption of Continuous Glucose Monitoring (CGM) in pediatric populations drastically reduced glycemic variability measured by continuous parameters, in addition to decreasing the time in hypoglycemia, particularly during night-time periods.

· This review also reported signs of HbA1c reduction in subgroups with constant use of the sensor, and concluded that CGM promoted better therapeutic adjustments leading to greater glycemic stability and a lower risk of severe episodes with study age range of 5-15 years.
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	The title of the article is very suitable for this manuscript.
	

	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.


	It is quite comprehensive. 
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	This manuscript is scientifically correct.
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	The references are current and sufficient. Only few of the references are outdated.
	

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


	The English quality of the article is very suitable for academic communications.
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	The comparisons of 109 studies is not a day work. You have done a great work. Keep it up.
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