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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.

	This article made a significant contribution to the scientific community by examining the nonlinear relationship between diabetes prevalence and economic growth using cross-country data. It  integrated health indicators—Estimated Adult Diabetes Population (EADP), Diabetes Death Related rate (DDR), and Cost Per Person with Diabetes (CPPD)—within an endogenous growth framework. This study advances understanding of how chronic non-communicable diseases influence macroeconomic performance. The usage of interaction models and marginal effect analysis provides deeper insight into the indirect and conditional effects of diabetes on GDP per capita, moving beyond traditional linear assessments.
The findings of the paper highlighted the complex economic burden of diabetes, particularly for low- and middle-income countries, thereby informing both health economics literature and public policy debates by bridging public health and economic growth theory. This article offered an interdisciplinary perspective that is valuable for researchers, policymakers, and international development agencies seeking sustainable strategies to manage the rising global diabetes epidemic.
	

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

	Yes — the title of the paper is suitable and fulfilled academical interests and aligned with the academic content 
	

	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.

	Abstract of this article is informative and covers the key Points:
1. Background (diabetes as a global problem),
2. Motivation (human capital and economic growth),
3. Data type (cross-sectional, multi-country),
4. Method (OLS and nonlinear interaction),
5. Key findings (conditional marginal effects),
6. Conclusion (policy relevance).
But  from a journal publication perspective, it needs more clarity, academic tone, precision, and structure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	This article is conceptually good and structured methodologically, but it possess some scientific weaknesses and corrections are needed before for publication.

Issues: 

  Human capital = Diabetes Death Related (DDR)  (education, skills, productivity)
  Health = Estimated Adult Diabetes Population (EADP) (overall health status)

Author used the concept of  diabetes mortality as human capital is looks theoretically weak and may be criticized.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list of your manuscript is adequate in quantity and covers many of the foundational works relevant to the relationship between health and economic growth. Some issues were found: they are
1. Some references are very old (pre 2010)
2. Missing Key Recent Empirical Studies (post 2020)
	

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

	
The used language is OK. The manuscript is understandable. But, it contains some grammatical mistakess, unsuitable phrasing, repetition, and informal expressions 
	

	Optional/General comments

	1. The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic by examining the relationship between diabetes prevalence and economic growth within a nonlinear analytical framework. 
2. The integration of public health indicators with macroeconomic performance contributes to the growing interdisciplinary literature linking health outcomes and economic development. 
3. The article is well structured and grounded in endogenous growth theory, 
4. The research question is clear, and the empirical strategy is logically presented. 
5. The topic is particularly relevant for low- and middle-income countries facing increasing chronic disease burdens alongside economic development challenges.
6. Overall, the manuscript has strong potential and addresses a relevant policy issue.

	





	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? 

	No. There are no major research ethics issues. 
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