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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 
 

 
 
The authors present an interesting investigation that describes the 
echocardiographic alterations detected in patients with type 2 diabetes mellitus. 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
I propose that the authors make various changes and additions to the document, in order to 
make the work more attractive. 
 I suggest that the type of physical examination performed on patients and what 
anthropometric measures were considered be specified in the study design. 
On the other hand in the results it would be relevant to present the data of the ages, 
anthropometric measurements, blood cell count, etc. I recommend including the largest 
amount of data available and establishing whether they had any relationship with the 
echocardiographic changes detected. 
It is necessary that in Fig. 1 mention be made of the group to which each bar corresponds. 
Define in the text the abbreviations used. 
Comment on the Figures and Table in the Results. 
Expand the Discussion, the first half of it, is a description of results. 
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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) 
 
Ethical issues were not detected 
 

 
 

 


