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Compulsory REVISION comments
The figure has poor quality, please provide higher resolution images

Minor REVISION comments Page 6, line 211. Do not use the symbol “ before the sentence.

Optional/General comments

The subject is interesting and relevant.

In this case study the authors call attention to the correct diagnosis of therapy related
malignancies is important due to its severity as they are very aggressive and, usually,
considered incurable. t-AMLs with t(8;21)(q22;922.1) is considered as favorable karyotype,
still, it has a poorer outcome compared with its de novo counterpart
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