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	Title: AI-Driven IOT System for Diabetes Monitoring: A Systemic Review of Intelligent Multi-Parameter Health Monitoring Approaches
General Comments from Reviewer: The study provides a systematic narrative literature review on AI-based IoT diabetes monitoring systems published from 2022-2026. It addresses a global healthcare issue of remarkable significance, recognizing many significant gaps between access, affordability and usability, especially in low resource settings. As a result of recent developments in digital health and artificial intelligence, research on this type of topic is both highly relevant and timely. Although the information contained in this study is valuable and the authors have made a concerted effort to present the information fairly, this study needs further development regarding the methods used in the study, improvements to the clarity of the writing within the study, the organization of the material presented in the study, and an overall increase in the scientific depth of the material presented at the time of publication.
· This research has added social value to its findings as it supports developing regions by providing them with emphasis on accessibility, affordability and usability. The literature review has used recent studies from 2022 – 2026 to provide current perspectives on recent advancements in the field.
· The document indicates important gaps in the system, including offline functionalities, multi-sensor integration, and local languages being supported. Future research on kiosk systems and voice interfaces will definitely expand the capabilities of the current research project.
· To improve the credibility of this review, authors must utilize a well-known framework (e.g., PRISMA) to clearly outline their methods of conducting the review and provide a flowchart illustrating how articles were selected, including how many were included/excluded and why. Authors would also improve the credibility of the review significantly by including a quality assessment of all studies included in the review.
· Along with reporting accuracy values, there should also be additional details about model performance including types of datasets used, validation techniques used, limitations of the models and computational requirements to run them. A discussion comparing ML vs DL vs hybrid models would provide more technical depth.
· There should be a better justification for the recommended HHM system by including a conceptual architecture diagram, the relevant workflow, or comparative benchmarking. Providing an explanation of how the system overcomes the current limitations of these systems in quantifiable ways will enhance its value as a contribution. 
The article can be published after minor revision.



