
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Medicine and Health Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOMAHR_13309

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A Concise Analysis of Advancements in Diabetes Management: The Emerging Paradigms of Non-Invasive Glycemic Monitoring

	Type of the Article
	Minireview 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.


	The article is important as the sourge of diabetes is impacting the developing world in worse manner. The importance of methods for monitoring which are effective and improve compliance is critical. The article attempts to review the newer development around this space.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is slightly off the mark. I would suggest as follows.
A. A short review of the advancements in non invasive diabetes monitoring: from technology to deployable solutions. 
	

	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 too short. The conclusion of the abstract is too sweeping and incorrect. It is also not in line with the conclusion in the article itself. 
I suggest that the conclusion should refrain from using terms like Blood sugar, it should be blood glucose, It should also refrain from using terms like diagnosing diabetes as this would be scientifically incorrect and probably illegal. 

I strongly suggest that the conclusion is re-written properly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No the manuscript has several errors and seems to hurriedly drafted without proper research. There are lots of errors and it is not possible to put these in this small table. I have put comments in the document., please refer those.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References should have also included some wherein the technologies under discussion are tried and compared with existing accepted methods on real humans beings like trials. 
	

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


	The English and drafting leaves a lot to be desired and should have been better to be published in a medical journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article needs to be re-written in a more strucutured manner, better research and understanding of the topic. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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