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This is a very interesting paper and I think the 

authors need to think seriously about completely 

reworking this paper including the title to catch 

greater interest and to highlight the implications of 

their findings. It is almost unbelievable that no 

diabetic in this study was normoalbuminuria. The 

implication is that 100% percentage of patients had 

either incipient or overt nephropathy. Is this related 

to APOL1 or MHY9 genes? 

We need to know whether patients were receiving 

RAAS inhibitors? 

Please justify the inclusion of the controls – I don’t 

think this adds anything to the paper 

Why were smokers excluded as this is a contributor 

to CKD? 

Parts of the methodology and discussion are too 

detailed and long winded as highlighted. 
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