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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript shows the power of the dual GIP/GLP-1 receptor agonist (tirzepatide) to change the current scope of managing type 2 diabetes, providing its users with high-quality glycemic control and weight loss benefits over other current treatments. It addresses important gaps in knowledge regarding incretin biology and their clinical use and opens the door to novel, patient-centered applications. The review has also highlighted the future research directions and can thus be useful to researchers and clinicians.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is scientifically sound, for it simply a reflection of the emphasis of dual GIP/GLP 1-receptor agonists and their part in the evolution of incretin based therapy for the treatment of type 2 diabetes.
	

	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.


	The abstract is quite detailed yet may say a few words about cardiovascular effects and current research gaps to have a more balanced picture. Suggested addition: A cardioprotective effect is also emerging but the long term effects are yet to be followed up. Future directions are further improvement of combination therapy and shaping it wider.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES
	

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


	YES 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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