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Reviewer'scommernt

Author'scomment(if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscriphd highlight that partin
themanuscript. It is mandatory thasuthors
shouldwrite his/her feedbackhere)

Compuisory REVISION comments

The study should have includedvider rangeof
serum markers including bloatleg Na, K ...etcas
extensively preserith the literaturen combination
with cystatinC

The study should have takeém consideration, the
degreef controlof diabetess indicatecby Hb Acas
well assugaievel...etc

The studyin its formis too limited and stating
finding thathas already becoma fact

| have already estimated blood urea nitrogen
values for this study and | am now including this.
| have not estimated other parameters.

Minor REVISION comments

The English language needxtensiverevision

In the concluson

In the conclusiorof the abstractRemove thefirst
sentencabout diabetes: conclusisshould beconfined
to the resultsof yourwork

Forany ablreviation, you shouldmentionthe full name
the first time with theabbreviation between brackets
Numbersat thebeginningof asentenceshould bein
letters

Modifications done.

Optiond/Geneaa comments

Comments in PDF file:

We chose P value cutoff .01 because we wanted
to assess parameters effectively and to get a single
better marker.

I have written P value as per guidelines given in
the template (e.g. .01 instead of 0.01)

Regarding title of table-

We have not taken healthy controls. Both
groups contain type 2 diabetic patients.

All other modifications done.
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