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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors present an interesting topic about screening patient in ICU for diabetes in 

community with high prevalence of diabetes. Authors summarized and concluded that 

universal screening of DM has beneficial to prevent microvascular compilations but not 
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much difference is seen in the macrovascular maladies. Although the manuscript has 

delivered important clinical message and should be of great interest to the readers, 

several factors limit the publication of the paper in its current form. 1. The different 

methods of screening were used in the different studies including risk score, fasting 

plasma glucose, HbA1c concentrations or tests for oral glucose tolerance. Did these 

differences cause the different results in the different studies? Authors should discuss it 

in the article.  2. More relevant studies should be introduced and discussed in the article 

for powerfully supporting their results. 
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