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I read the article with great interest and I have to say that Ι had 

serious thoughts about the way that I should review it because of 

the object of the study, since in my country HbA1c is being used ever 

. However I reviewed the paper as if I where in Nigeria taking under 

consideration the local prevailing conditions. 

The paper is well written. The references are correct. There are no 

linguistic observations to be done.  

Indeed I realize that the main reasons that in Nigeria doctors cannot 

use HbA1c  is  the cost of the examination and the unavailability.  

That’s why the part that the author say that AIC maybe affected by a 

variety of genetic, haematologic and illness-related     factors I think 

should be put last because this is very rare compared to the diabetic 

population and in other countries this is not a reason for not using 

ΗbA1c. In this case we co-evaluate HbA1c with the additional 

medical condition but we do run the test anyway.I have to admit 

that I am surprised from the fact that in some countries ΗbΑ1c is 

not a common tool for the diagnosis of diabetes, since in Europe and 

USA is a very common procedure, Maybe that is the real meaning of 

the medical progress this journals offer. 
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