Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Cancer and Tumor International

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ JCTI _130434

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Leptomeningeal Metastasis: Current Treatment, and Emerging Therapies

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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 manuscript addresses a critical area in oncology by focusing on the diagnosis and management of leptomeningeal carcinomatosis (LC), a challenging and increasingly recognized complication of systemic cancer. By discussing current treatment modalities, clinical trials, and potential future strategies, the study contributes valuable insights for clinicians and researchers. Its emphasis on bridging existing knowledge gaps and highlighting future directions has the potential to guide advancements in patient care and stimulate further research in this field. Overall, the manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community, particularly in oncology and neurology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly reflected the scope of the manuscript.
	

	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.


	The abstract is mostly comprehensive but could benefit from further refinement. Consider adding a brief mention of the specific gaps in treatment that the manuscript aims to address, along with the main conclusions or key recommendations. Ensure that all aspects of the study, including its purpose, methodology (if applicable), and main findings, are succinctly summarized in this section. If any redundant or overly technical details are present, they should be removed for better readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically accurate; however, a more detailed assessment of cited studies and their implications is recommended. Ensure that claims and conclusions are consistently supported by evidence from reliable sources. Highlight any potential limitations of the studies discussed to maintain a balanced perspective.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but could be updated to include more recent studies (published within the last 3–5 years) to reflect the latest advancements in LC research. Suggested additions could include studies on novel therapeutic approaches, recent clinical trials, and comprehensive reviews on LC.
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	Yes.
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