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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

Abstract: 
 The abstract does not describe the research in general. 
 Abstract background is too long. 
 It is not clear in terms of research methods, sampling techniques, and methods 

of measuring variables, as well as the participants involved. 
 Title, study objectives and especially - conclusions are less consistent 
 The conclusion of the study, namely - smokers in Tiko municipality are 

reported to be affected by both prediabetes and diabetes alongside the 
presence of albumin in urine - is not in line with the study design (i.e., cross-
sectional) and with the aim of the study, which is to determine the prevalence 
of prediabetes, diabetes, and microalbuminuria among smokers. 

There was a difference between the participants written in the abstract (100) and 
the results (88 participants), without any related explanation.  
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