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	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 is important because it challenges the long-standing belief that people with Sickle Cell Trait (HbAS) are always healthy. Using data from a Nigerian population where the trait is common, the authors show a clear link between HbAS and early signs of kidney damage. The finding that the level of Hemoglobin S can predict reduced kidney function adds real weight to the study. Overall, the work raises important awareness about the need for early screening and better monitoring of kidney health in people with HbAS.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES, The title is Suitable
	

	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 clear and well-organized but could be more concise and focused. Some details, like the long list of exclusion criteria and exact study dates, can be removed since they belong in the Methods section. It would read better if it simply stated that the study was done in Ile-Ife, Nigeria, between 2017 and 2018. To make the abstract more engaging, it should highlight key results — for example, that 35.3% of participants with HbAS had CKD Stages 2 and 3, and 18.8% had microalbuminuria. Including the mean eGFR values for both groups (101.00 for HbAS vs. 115.00 for HbAA) would also make the findings clearer. The conclusion should end with a practical recommendation, such as suggesting annual urinalysis screening for microalbuminuria in people with Sickle Cell Trait.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Mostly YES – With Mandatory Revisions

The study is well-designed and scientifically sound, with clear aims and conclusions that fit current understanding of sickle cell nephropathy. Comparing 80 HbAS carriers with 80 HbAA controls is appropriate for assessing renal risk. The finding that Haemoglobin S percentage predicts kidney injury aligns with known mechanisms, and the results—35.3% with CKD Stages 2/3 and 18.8% with microalbuminuria—are important. However, some data analysis and interpretation need correction before publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, but many are outdated. While they cover the main ideas well, adding more recent studies would make the manuscript stronger and better reflect current research progress in this field.
Most references are from before 2015, with several dating back to the late 2000s. Considering the study period (2017–2018) and the current review (2025), there’s a notable gap of 5–7 years in the literature cited.
ADD ONS : The authors should add recent (2020–2025) studies and guidelines, including global CKD guidelines, cohort studies on microalbuminuria in HbAS, research on molecular mechanisms of HbS-related renal injury, and post-2018 African/Nigerian studies, to ensure the manuscript reflects the latest research, maintains scientific accuracy and regionally relevant .

	

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


	The manuscript’s English is clear and understandable, so it doesn’t need rejection. Still, a minor language adjustments would help make the final version more polished and professional.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript tackles an important public health issue and provides valuable insights. The high rate of CKD in HbAS individuals highlights the need for regular annual urinalysis screening, which should be clearly emphasized in the Conclusion. The finding that %Hb S is an independent predictor of eGFR is novel and points to a possible dose-dependent effect on kidney function. The authors could also suggest follow-up studies to track long-term kidney outcomes in this population.
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