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The topic of manuscript is very interesting and obtained results are relevant. However,
authors should address the following points: Isn't type 2 diabetes clinically
characterized mainly by hyperglycemia? Please, clarify if the enrolled individuals with
type 2 diabetes were newly diagnosed and drug-naive Why adult control and type 2
diabetes individuals were not matched by age? If participants with type 2 diabetes were
treated with antidiabetic drugs this should be reported as well, especially knowing these
drugs may alter gut microbiota Discussion section consists mostly of a repetition of the
obtained results; authors should put their results in the context of a previous knowledge
in the studied area Some of the references are duplicated in the Reference list (e.g. 26 and
32) Once the abbreviations are defined, they should be used consistently throughout
the text The whole manuscript requires light language polishing Table 1 is very
busy and hard to follow; please, check the accuracy of data (e.g. total cholesterol among
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1- The authors have not been well explained if the participants were clearly informed of
all the study procedures before signing the consent form, and whether the subjects have
completed the Study Questionnaires so as to provide personal details and information
about health, diet, smoking activity and lifestyle at the time of sample collection. 2- The
authors have not been clarified whether this study was approved by the Ethics
Committee of the University and what is the number of approvals. 3- There are many
QC tests that can be used to evaluate performance, precision, and accuracy throughout
the study. 4- The data seemed of good quality and had been validated using appropriate
quality control methods. However, only very basic statistics were performed. More
sophisticated techniques such as Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) and Principal
Components Analysis (PCA) are required to elucidate the interactions in the data. 5- The
authors have not explained the effect of gender, therefore the effect of other factors such
as gender, food, and smoking activity requires investigations. 6- I suggest the title of
article: Comparative study of type 2 diabetes-associated gut microbiota between the Dai
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Unfortunately, in my opinion, authors did not invest sufficient effort to improve their

manuscript based on suggestions provided by the reviewers.



