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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The abstract clearly states the objective, methods, results, and conclusion, which is 

commendable. It succinctly presents the study’s aim and findings, highlighting 

significant statistical results that support the thesis. The methodology is well-detailed 

with a clear description of the study design, including participant selection, division into 

groups, and nursing methods employed. The discussion insightfully interprets the 

findings, connecting them back to the broader literature and the study’s objectives. It 

acknowledges the strengths of community public health nursing and suggests plausible 

mechanisms by which these interventions improve outcomes. In brief, the study is 

well-conducted and presents important findings that are relevant to diabetes care. With 

minor revisions, particularly in language, the manuscript would be suitable for 

publication.  

 


