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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.


	The findings in this manuscript buttresses the need to adhere to ADA/WHO guidelines for successful glycemic control. The analytical approach is simple and sound. The work is well organized.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are recent and sufficient
	

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


	Yes. 

However, author should kindly correct this typo “This study aimed at investigated the level of knowledge about Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus ....”, should read “This study aimed at investigating the level of knowledge about Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus....” 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is generally good and scientifically sound.
Author should however, kindly address the following to further improve the quality;

1. Give detail under the methods section on how data was analyzed. 

2. Clearly state how many study participants finally got recruited in each of  the 2 medical centres used in the quasi-experimental study at the methods section. 

3. State the reliability coefficient of the data collection instrument after pretesting and subsequent adjustment of the tool based on feedback.
4.  State the full meaning of MDPs
5. It is not clear if RSUMC received some intervention to help with glycaemic control which IAUEMC did not, for which reason IAUEMC was selected as the control. Or, is it that that both facilities received the same intervention for glycaemic control and so the study wanted to compare how the intervention worked in both facilities? Author should kindly come clear on that in the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Yes, there are ethical issues. 
Author should kindly state the body that gave the ethical approval and quote the approval number in the manuscript since author has given the impression that ethical approval was sought. Author should also state if permission was sought from the management of the two medical Centres where the study was conducted and if voluntary consent was obtained from participants, it should be clearly stated.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, none observed
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	There is no suspicion of plagiarism
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