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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The connection between Pegaspargase blood concentration and common adverse reactions in patients with acute lymphoblastic leukemia presents a vital focus for the scientific community. As the incidence of malignancy rises and the use of these powerful drugs increases, we witness improvements in disease outcomes. Yet, the journey is not without challenges, as patients face side effects from chemotherapy. This reality calls for a commitment to adjusting drug dosages, fostering tailored treatments that prioritize patient well-being and reduce toxicity, paving the way for brighter horizons in cancer care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is suitable but further suggestions are;

Exploring the Relationship Between Pegaspargase Blood Concentration and Common Adverse Reactions in Patients with Acute Lymphoblastic Leukemia
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract of the manuscript is well-structured and effectively highlights the key findings of the paper, providing valuable insights.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and addresses an important topic. However, I have a few suggestions for improvement:

1. The author mentions liver injury grading (1-4) in the results section but does not provide an explanation of what these grades represent. 

2. Similarly, coagulation grading (1-4) is mentioned, and I suggest adding more details about that as well. 

The author reports on low, medium, and high concentration groups, including the number of cases in each and the adverse effects observed in the medium and high concentration groups. However, they did not specify the age groups commonly affected by these adverse effects. Was there a prevalence in the younger age group? Additionally, what specific category of Acute Lymphoblastic Leukemia (ALL) was observed in the adverse effects group? Was there a notable difference between the high and standard groups within the ALL category?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are abundant references available that offer valuable insights and knowledge.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The article's language and grammar can be transformed to enable impactful scholarly communication. By correcting typographical and punctuation errors, we can elevate this work to its highest potential.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author discusses low, medium, and high-concentration groups, detailing the number of cases in each and the adverse effects observed in the medium and high-concentration groups. However, they did not specify the age groups that were commonly affected by these adverse effects. Was there a prevalence of adverse effects in the younger age group? Was there any difference between genders in the group affected by these adverse effects? 

Additionally, was there a specific BMI category that was associated with these adverse events?

Furthermore, what specific category of Acute Lymphoblastic Leukemia (ALL) was observed in the group experiencing adverse effects? Was there a notable difference between the high and standard concentration groups within the ALL category?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	None
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