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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. ABSTRACT: Aim: To assess the knowledge of diabetic patients on what? The aim 
is not properly captured. It should reflect the topic. 
Methodology: Correct the number of women to 56 
Conclusion: It should tell whether or not diabetic patients have a good knowledge 
on the health of their feet. 
Line 4: September, 2019 is a date. Replace it with the appropriate duration. 
Study design: “Original research papers” is not a study design. Please include the 
appropriate phrase or clause. 

 
2. INTRODUCTION: Too short. It does not capture the justification of the study. 

Please add more write up. 
3. CONCLUSION: This should capture whether or not the diabetic population has a 

good knowledge on the health of their feet as this was the aim of the study. 

Authors agree with reviewer for all the comments. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Keywords: Correct the spelling of “Knowledge” 
2. Section 2.1: Line 1: Begin the spelling of “Department” with capital letter 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
 
 

There is no ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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