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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The paper is interesting. Authors proposed simple, 

quickly and not invasive method for investigations of 

results of chemotherapy.  Conditions of the 

experiment is described clearly and exactly, it permit 

use the method in some laboratories on the basis of 

the article. The validation process is carried out 

correctly. The validation parameters obtained by 

authors are correct. In analytical point of view the 

experiment is correct. In my opinion the paper may 

be published with a very little corrections 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. Chromatogram of the healthy subject is unnecessary - 

enough comment that in healthy patient no peaks in the 

chromatograms were observed. 

2. p. 3 (paragraph 2.3) - the injection volume is 10 mL or 

10 microliters? 
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