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	Comments on

Biochemical Assessment Of Diabetes Nephropathy In Newly Diagnosed Diabetes Mellitus Patient In Ogbomoso

Introduction

Authors state that “This damage often begins silently, with no noticeable symptoms until kidney function is already impaired” implying that the real problem is early diagnosis of diabetes nephropathy. At the same time, they argue that decrease glomerular filtration rate is a late finding.

In low and middle-income countries is much more important to make an early diagnosis and to implement cost-effective therapeutic interventions. Authors state that albuminuria, serum creatinine and cystatin-C are not routinely done in Nigeria, making them as relatively useless, but, what happened with urine analysis? It is cheap, easy to do and allows a semi-quantitative estimation of albuminuria. 

The aim is clear: “to compare and rank the diagnostic performance of cystatin C, microalbumin, and serum creatinine in detecting early diabetic nephropathy among newly diagnosed diabetes mellitus patients”

Methods

Design clear: “To determine the prevalence and predictors of diabetic nephropathy (DN) among newly diagnosed diabetic patients”

How did authors diagnose early diabetes? Glucose tolerance tests? HbA1c? Other? How did authors differentiate those recently diagnosed diabetics from “known diabetics”?

Sampling technique: Please, define the variables in the shown formula and, in parallel, “non-probability sampling method” and a “calculated sample” including “p*(1-p) seems contradictory. 

Data analysis: What is the “Gold standard” to develop the ROC curve comparisons? 

Results

Until Table 4, the three groups were more similar than different with the exception that diabetics had higher BMI and wait circumference. In fact, it is arguable that the best diagnostic strategy of Diabetes could be to document a high BMI that perfectly discriminates diabetics from normal individuals. 

I do not understand how the Diagnostic Performance of Renal Biomarkers section was constructed having present that the biomarkers seemed not discriminate individuals from the three groups.

Discussion:

Please, do not overemphasize the performance of the measured biomarkers. They did not discriminate the individuals of each group
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