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General Comments:

In this manuscript the authors report the expression of XX genein 15 children with
acute leukemia using YY methods. The results suggest that the mRNA levelof XX gene
was higher in patients with acute leukemia than that in control subjects but it was less
prominent compared to adult patients with acute leukemia. Also, it was higher in
patients with older age. Although the number of patients is small, the paper may be
important because there were few reports describing this issue before and also because

the drugs (ZZ) that target the XX protein are now available.

Specific recommendations for revision-a) major:

1. The authors present the data on both patients with acute myeloid leukemia (AML)
and acute lymphoblastic leukemia (ALL) and analyzed the data combining AML and
ALL (line 10-14 in page 10). Since AML and ALL are completely different diseases
clinically and pathophysiologically, it is not a good idea to combine and analyze the
data of both diseases.

2. Comparisons of data of children with adults is interesting, however, it seems strange
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that the expression of XX gene in adult controls is higher than that of children with
acute leukemia and it needs to be interpreted with a great caution. I think that the
authors should analyze the level of XX gene in many control subjects according to the
age groups, such as less than 10 years, 10-20 years, 20 to 30 years, 30 to 40 years, 40
to 50 years, 50 to 60 years, etc.

3. There is no description regarding obtaining informed consents from patients or their

guardians.

Specific recommendations for revision-b) minor:

1. Table 3 is missing.

2. Line 6 on page 10: The number of children with abnormal karyotypes should be 6,
not 7 as described.

3. Reference 3 was published in 2009, not in 2008 as the authors described.
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