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	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 study provides the first comprehensive description of the epidemiological and clinical profile of diabetic nephropathy in the southern Moroccan region of Guelmim Oued Noun, a population previously underrepresented in nephrology research. By identifying key gaps such as delayed referral, low use of renin–angiotensin system inhibitors, and poor glycemic control, the findings highlight urgent needs for earlier screening and intervention strategies in similar resource-limited settings.
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	First Report on the Epidemiology and Progression of Diabetic Nephropathy in the Moroccan Sahara Region
	

	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.


	It should have standard headings — Background, Methods, Results, Conclusion — as required by most biomedical journals. Some sentences are descriptive but could be made more analytical (e.g., emphasize main predictors, statistical significance).The phrase “progression of albuminuria was stabilized due to the introduction of RASIs” implies causality; this should be softened to “albuminuria tended to stabilize after RASI introduction.”No explicit mention of statistical tests used or p-values for key findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The dataset and aims are appropriate, and most definitions are broadly correct. However, several methodological and interpretive issues weaken internal validity and could mislead readers if left unaddressed. For example:
You define DN solely as “persistent albuminuria.” Modern KDIGO framing allows diabetic kidney disease with either albuminuria and/or reduced eGFR. Also acknowledge non-albuminuric DKD.
Fix: State: “DKD was defined by persistent albuminuria (ACR ≥30 mg/g) and/or eGFR <60 mL/min/1.73 m² for ≥3 months.”
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	Yes, sufficient.
	

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


	The dataset and aims are appropriate, and most definitions are broadly correct. 
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