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letters for versions considered at Nature Communications.

REVIEWERS' COMMENTS:
Reviewer #5 (Remarks to the Author):

The authors have clarified my previous queries regarding the source and ethical approval of the
patient samples used in the study. The stability of sarcosine was addressed by literature
references; given that the stated stability is approximately 4 months, it would be helpful for the
authors to indicate the storage time of the samples used in the study.

POINT-BY-POINT RESPONSE
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Response: Thanks for the comments. We have indicated the storage time of the samples used in the
study. Please see the “Electrochemical Measurements” section in methods in our revised
manuscript. “The patients’ samples were detected within 4 months after collection.



