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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 manuscript explores a critical intersection of public health and nursing by evaluating how nurse-led education influences the health-related quality of life for patients with diabetes mellitus. By demonstrating the efficacy of structured nursing interventions in secondary healthcare settings, the study offers valuable insights for chronic disease management. Notably, this research provides essential context-specific evidence from Nigeria—a region frequently underrepresented in global health literature. Ultimately, these findings underscore the pivotal role of nurses in patient education and offer a practical framework for improving clinical outcomes in low- and middle-income countries.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the study design, intervention, population, and outcome measures. No alternative title is necessary.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured, covering the background, objectives, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, it would be beneficial to briefly specify the study design (e.g., quasi-experimental pretest–posttest design) and the duration of follow-up to improve clarity and transparency for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound. The study objectives are clearly stated, the methodology is appropriate for the research questions, and the statistical analyses are correctly applied. The results are clearly presented and aligned with the study objectives. The discussion appropriately interprets the findings in relation to existing literature.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references are relevant and appropriate, featuring several recent citations that support the study’s framework. While the bibliography is already sufficient, the discussion could be further strengthened by incorporating the latest systematic reviews or clinical guidelines on nurse-led diabetes interventions and quality-of-life metrics. This addition is encouraged to enhance the paper’s depth, though it remains optional.

	

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


	Yes. The manuscript is written in clear and understandable English. Minor grammatical and stylistic revisions may improve readability in some sections, particularly in the discussion, but the overall language quality is acceptable for scholarly publication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-organized and clearly written. The sample size is adequate, and the outcome measures are appropriate. Including a longer follow-up period and a control group in future studies would further strengthen the evidence base. Overall, the manuscript makes a valuable contribution to nursing and public health research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No. The manuscript clearly states that ethical approval was obtained from the appropriate ethics committee, and informed consent was secured from all participants. There are no apparent ethical concerns. 
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues were identified.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism is suspected.
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