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Minor REVISION comments 

 

There are several points that require grammatical and 

other corrections.  

1) INTROCTION, middle: “causes guanine to only forms” 

Should read “causes guanine to only form”. 

2) MATERIALS AND METHODS, 2nd page: Is 10.0 mL OK? 

Is not it 10.0 µL? 

3) Table 1: Make it aligned. Also, 166,10 should be 

166.10. 

4) Just before RESULTS: “contained of” should read 

“contained”. 

Figure 2: Are they clearly drawn? They do not look clear 

to me. 

5) 3.1: Analysis of the O6-methylguanine in samples: 

“which is means” should read “which means” 

6) 3.1., 2nd page: “This patient may have” should read 

“This patient may have had”. 

7) Just before CONCLUSION: The last sentence is not a 

sentence. 

 

 

 

1)  Noted, corrected, and marked. 

 

2) Noted, corrected to be 10.0 microliters, and 

marked. 

3) Noted, corrected to be 166.10, and marked. 

 

4) Noted. 

 

 

 

5) Noted, corrected, and marked. 

 

6) Noted, corrected, and marked. 

 

7) Noted, corrected, and marked. 
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