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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 manuscript addresses an important and timely topic at the intersection of gut microbiome research and metabolic disease. By focusing on Akkermansia muciniphila as a potential prognostic indicator for type 2 diabetes mellitus, the authors synthesize evidence from observational, mechanistic, and interventional studies in a clear and structured manner. The review is particularly valuable for highlighting methodological challenges, such as medication confounding and strain-level heterogeneity, that are often overlooked. Overall, the manuscript provides a balanced and informative overview that may be useful for researchers and clinicians interested in microbiome-based biomarkers.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate. It clearly reflects the content and scope of the manuscript and accurately indicates that the article is a narrative review focused on the prognostic potential of Akkermansia muciniphila in type 2 diabetes mellitus.


	

	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 comprehensive and well structured. It clearly presents the background, objective, main findings, limitations, and conclusions of the review. No major additions or deletions are necessary, although minor language polishing could further improve clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The authors correctly distinguish between association, prognosis, and prediction, and they critically discuss the limitations of current evidence. Key confounders, particularly the impact of metformin and other interventions on gut microbiota composition, are appropriately acknowledged. The conclusions are cautious and supported by the cited literature.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and up to date. The bibliography includes seminal studies and recent high-quality publications from reputable journals. The cited literature adequately supports the arguments presented in the manuscript, and no essential references appear to be missing.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical or typographical corrections may be required, but these do not affect the scientific content of the manuscript.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well organized narrative review that provides a balanced synthesis of current evidence. Although the article is not a systematic review, adding a brief summary table that enumerates key human studies including study populations, methodologies, main results, and limitations would further enhance readability and increase its usefulness for readers.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified. This manuscript is a narrative review based on previously published studies and does not involve new data collection from human or animal subjects.
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