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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.


	This research is a prospective study that highlights the importance of screening for dihydropyridine dehydrogenase deficiency before giving fluoropyrimidine. This study holds significant practical implications for cancer patients receiving chemotherapy treatment.
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	Yes, the title is suitable; however, I recommend incorporating the paper type into the title for clarity, enabling readers to ascertain the study type directly from the title.
	

	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.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
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	Yes, the language of the article is good and suitable for scholarly communications.
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	The study is generally good and provides an important scientific addition. 
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No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript
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