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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 Period of study not mentioned. 
 Key words must be 5-10 in number in MeSH terms other than those found in 

title in alphabetical order. 
 Intext citations of reference numbers  must be wthin square brachets. 
 References list also should be numbered in square brackets as in main text 

citations. 
 References are not up to date. 
 The references should be in Vancouver style. For full details on this refer to 

the following link to university of Queensland 
(http://www.library.uq.edu.au/training/citation/vancouv.pdf 
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Reference section corrected 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 This study is on knowledge, attitude and practice (usage) of traditional 

medicine along with allopathic drugs. It does not reveal that the contribution 
of the traditional medicine on the final outcome of management of T2DM as 
compared with patients treated with allopathic drugs only or traditional 
medicine only. It needs separate study with statistical significance of the 
results to prove the real efficacy of the said traditional medicines alone by 
themselves or their complimentary effectiveness with allopathic drugs. This 
is a major limitation of this study which is to be mentioned in the manuscript 
by the authors. 

 The combined use of allopathic drugs with traditional alternate medicines by 
allopathic medicine practitioners or the combined use of traditional alternate 
medicines with allopathic drugs by alternate medicine practitioners amounts 
to quackery and punishable in many countries. In this study the authors have 
obtained ethical clearance from their country ministry. 

 Otherwise it is good attempted manuscript with reference to concept, study 
design, sample size calculation and statistical analysis and interpretation of 
results.  
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