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	Title: Type-2 Diabetes Prediction Using Machine Learning Algorithms And Ensembles with Hyper parameters
General Comments from Reviewer: - In the article consistently mentioning the abbreviations for algorithms such as Decision Tree (DT) and Linear Regression (LR) after their initial usage will aid comprehension for readers encountering these terms for the first time within the text.
Methodology: - In the methods section line 78, 79, 96, 101 the authors claim that they perform a preprocessing step where “some unwanted features are removed to increase the novelty of the dataset”. We ask the authors to please further clarify on the below topics i) Which features where removed. Table 2 indicate that the full dataset contains 15 features but the text claims that 16 were used and feature selection was performed. ii) Which ones where inferred if any. iii) Explain how this leads to an increase in novelty for the dataset?
Results: - 1) An additional comment about table 5, the authors must include which is the name of their “proposed model out of the three they tested before (Without parameter tuning, Randomized search CV or Grid search CV at comparing the results in table 4 with table 5 seems like their chosen model change per algorithm and this information is not stated anywhere. 1) The authors used a dataset from the Vanderbilt Department of Biostatistics containing features recorded from 390 individuals. Of those 60 were diabetic and 330 non-diabetic patients. In the results section line 225 the authors claim to have removed one patient lacking the measurement of A1c hemoglobin. Therefore, please change from 390 to 389 the individuals included in the results section specifying number of diabetic versus non-diabetic subjects.
Discussions: - The discussion part can be enriched by including references of percentages where Diabetes complications occurs in the population properly referenced.
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