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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 

 

1) Mainly, this is a quantitation study. So, some 

details about the methods used should be given 

in abstract. 

2) Authors gave some explanations about the 

accruing process for N7-methylguanine. But 
there is no result about this metabolite for the 

patients.  Authors gave the results only for O6-
methylguanine, is this total amount of these 

metabolites?   

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Overall text should be read by a native English speaker. 

Because there are so many typographical and 

grammatical errors. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Authors say that in abstract; “The results of the study 

showed that O6-methylguanine is not always found in 

patients suffering from cancer treated with 

cyclophosphamide because there are so many factors 

that affect the formation of O6-methylguanine. The 

detected and quantitated O6-methylguanine can be a 

predictor of secondary cancer risk”. This means that O6-

methylguanine is not a signicative predictor. 

Determination or detection of an another signicative 

predictor would be more interesting and valuable study 

for the cancer patients.   
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