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backhere)

Please write a few sentences regarding the o It provides valuable insights into the role of key immune checkpoints in the aggressive and
importance of this manuscript for the scientific hard-to-treat subtype of breast cancer, Triple-Negative Breast Cancer (TNBC).
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be e By exploring the molecular mechanisms underlying PD~1, PDL1, and CTLA~4 pathways, the
required for this part. study highlights potential therapeutic targets and strategies to enhance immunotherapy

outcomes in TNBC. This research contributes 1o advancing precision
o This research contributes to advancing precision medicine, fostering the development of
novel treatments, and improving survival outcomes for patients with this challenging cancer

type.
Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) Yes Acknowledged
Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you Additions
suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in . . .
this section? Please write your suggestions here. o Briefly emphasize the unmet clinical need in TNBC treatment to strengthen the rationale for All suggestions have been implemented in the
focusing on immune checkpoints. abstract and highlighted in yellow
e Include a sertence on how the advancements discussed could translate into improved
survival or quality of life for TNBC patients.
o Mention specific statistics or studies that demonstrate the efficacy of immune checkpoint
inhibitors {e.g., response rates or survival improvements).
Deletion
¢ Avoid redundancy in mentioning "prognostic implications® and *mechanistic
involvement.” These concepts could be consolidated for brevity.
Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please Yes Acknowledged
write here.
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have | Yes Acknowledged

suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Is the language/English quality of the article Yes Acknowledged
suitable for scholarly communications?
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here  |Authors concur with observations and have implemented

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? in details) corrections to improve paper
The comment and suggestions from the reviewer were very|
helpful in reviewing the paper
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