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Compulsory REVISION 1.
comments

6.

7.

Rationale to focus on pro-brain natriuretic peptide (NT-
PROBNP) was not introduced in clear.

It has been observed for a while (from 1997) but reports
regarding this peptide in cardiac damage are so less. Why?
Please add the number of ethics committee.

In Table 2, values are obtained from each assay running once
only or what? It will be better to show the value of each
indicator but not the percentage.

In Table 2, baseline showed 6 patients belonged to positive of
this indicator. Why?

Changes of this indicator seem not related with CK-MB and/or
cTnl. Why?

Correlation between ECHO data and this indicator shall be
supplied.

Minor REVISION comments | In discussion, ANT was used to instead of chemotherapy without

indication at first time.
In conclusion, no evidence showed this indicator is better than CK-MB.

Optional /General The target of this peptide as new indicator is suitable. But the data
comments failed to support hypothesis. It shall be revised carefully.
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