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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 study offers useful evidence on the early detection of kidney dysfunction among patients with type 2 diabetes mellitus using common laboratory markers such as serum urea and creatinine. The results underline the close link between blood glucose control and kidney function, showing that routine tests can serve as practical screening tools in settings with limited resources. The work also adds locally relevant data from a Nigerian population, which can help strengthen clinical monitoring and public health efforts to prevent diabetic kidney disease.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear & relevant.

I’d prefer a shorter title “Serum Urea and Creatinine as Early Indicators of Renal Dysfunction in Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus.”
	

	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.


	1. Suggest to include the sample size & study setting.

2. The conclusion does not clearly link back to the main study objective, which is to assess serum urea and creatinine levels for the early detection of renal dysfunction in patients with type 2 diabetes mellitus. It is suggested that the authors revise the conclusion to explicitly highlight how the findings on serum urea and creatinine support the early identification of kidney dysfunction among diabetic patients.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study explores an important topic but has several scientific limitations. Serum urea and creatinine alone are not sensitive markers for early kidney dysfunction, so the claim of “early detection” is not fully supported. Important factors such as sample size justification, patient comorbidities, and control of confounding variables are not clearly described. More detailed methodology and stronger discussion of existing evidence are needed to improve the scientific validity of the manuscript.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant but not sufficiently recent. Several key studies on diabetic nephropathy and early renal biomarkers from the past five years are missing. The authors are encouraged to include updated references, particularly those addressing the limitations of using serum urea and creatinine alone for early kidney dysfunction detection.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires improvement in grammar and sentence structure. Several sentences are lengthy or awkwardly phrased, which affects clarity and readability.Suggest minor language editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is clinically relevant and contributes to understanding renal function assessment in diabetic patients.However, the manuscript should show a clearer connection between the study objectives, methods, and conclusions. The authors are encouraged to explain the scientific basis more clearly, include newer references, and improve the discussion to show what is new and why the findings are important in clinical practice.
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