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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.


	The significance of this study lies in the fact that it sheds light on the experiences of cancer patients undergoing post-surgical chemotherapy. This highly vulnerable group faces profound physical, emotional and psychological challenges. The student nurses who provided direct care to these patients during their clinical placements were able to experience strong moments of strength and weakness in these patients, demonstrating vulnerability, resilience and empathy, which further challenges emotional work and professional identity formation, and communication as a holistic care tool. The added value of this research is that it highlights the importance of human-centred care - holistic care that takes into account all the patient's dimensions - and highlights the need for quality nursing training that prepares students to work and manage with excellence the complex situations they may encounter in the exercise of their noble profession.
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	The methods are not sufficiently described in the summary.
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	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The section devoted to data analysis scrupulously respects the qualitative methodology and provides rich, credible information. Only improvements are needed, mainly in terms of methodological clarity and transparency.
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