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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	This article is interesting and worth giving attention to. Biophotonic therapy is not yet widely applied in the real world. Many discussions and research should stem from this knowledge. 
	

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

	It’s a simple and nice title, emphasing the benefit of the biophotonic therapy. But I would like to suggest 2 alternative title to be considered by the authors: 
1. Biophotonic Therapy on Hematologic Parameters in Diabetics 
2. Biophotonic Therapy effects on HbA1c.  
Please note if the author do choose the term ‘hematologic parameters’, please include parameters other than HbA1c (in the abstract and the manuscript)
	

	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.

	It is comprehensive. I hope the author adds more parameters if they indeed want to use the term ‘hematologic parameters’ in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	It is scientifically correct, but there is still more research that needs to be done in the future, focusing on this topic. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Some of the references are recent, but should add more recent references, and there is one article from 1943, 1980, and 1982 (I suggest to replace it with newer references).
	

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

	
The language is quite good for scholarly communication, but the grammar and punctuation marks, etc, can be enhanced using free grammar tools like Grammarly.

	

	Optional/General comments

	It is a worthy to be published article, but the key points must be more focused and added more parameters.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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