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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	Thank you for the opportunity to read and comment on this manuscript on injection techniques according to the FITTER India 2015-2016 recommendations

Is this a review or a commentary?
If it is a review, it is largely incomplete and dated, if instead it is a commentary, then it is almost a decade late

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
The the title of the paper does not match abstrac: please modify the text

	

	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 does not match the title of the paper
Please edit the text in accordance with the content of the paper and clarify the purpose of the manuscript
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Overall, the manuscript contains a series of indications on insulin injection techniques placed in a disordered and without a logical order, interspersed with educational advice. In addition, there are various conceptual errors of which some examples follow.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The bibliography is very old and largely incomplete.
some data lacking references


	

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

	
the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications

	

	Optional/General comments

	Please, avoid using "patients" and prefer "people living with diabetes" (PLD)
I have difficulty understanding the title of the first paragraph: I suggest to modify it using a more scientific and less journalistic definition
The paragraph on insulin secretion and its role is redundant and can be eliminated. Instead, the authors could discuss the importance of incorrect administration of insulin into the subcutaneous tissue to ensure correct pharmacokinetics. In this way there is a logical link with needle size discussed later.
The authors report that India contributed 1011 participants from 20 canters but it is not clear whether they were diabetics or healthcare workers: please specify
Is the length of needles used in India based on the data from the FITTER Questionnaire 2015-2016 or are they current? This point needs to be clarified. In the first case, the data is almost 10 years old!
The text lacks reference to tables and figures
What is the source of the data in Table 1?
The technique of pinching the skin and inserting the needle at 90° is not recommended for pen use, when injecting with 4 mm needles but only for injection with syringes: See references below: New Insulin Delivery Recommendations. 2016). Mayo Clinic Proc Volume 91, Issue 9, September 2016, Pages 1231-1255; Lipodystrophies from Insulin Injection: An Update of the Italian Consensus Statement of AMD-OSDI Study Group on Injection Technique. Diabetology 2023, 4, 119–127. https://doi.org/10.3390/ diabetology 4010013

The figures are a copy-paste from various sources approximate and of low graphic quality. For example, Fig 8 is illegible, Fig 9 is deformed and difficult to understand with illegible writing, Fig 10 is conceptually incorrect as it reports only some injection sites. For all images, authorization from the original authors is required.

A few paragraphs are missing:
- key words
- Author Contributions:
- Funding
- Institutional Review Board Statement
- Informed Consent Statement
- Data Availability Statement
- Acknowledgments:
- Conflicts of Interest


	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

none
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	none
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	none
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”

I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer





	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	4






	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from book editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
The authors' effort to contribute to the knowledge of correct insulin injection techniques is commendable.
Unfortunately, the authors' intervention is not reflected in the text, as the manuscript is rather confusing, incomplete and dated.
To be publishable, it should be subjected to a radical revision, updated extensively, should follow a precise logical order of statements and should be written with greater scientific rigor.
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