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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The findings offer valuable insights into supportive oncology care, showing that PN may improve patient well-being and physical function when oral or enteral nutrition is not an option. These results can help inform clinical practice and may encourage more robust, large-scale trials to validate the benefits observed. Even as a small case series, the work adds meaningful data to the limited literature on PN in this context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, though it could be made more concise:

“Effectiveness of Supplemental Parenteral Nutrition on Fatigue and Physical Function in Cancer Patients: An Observational Case Series”
	

	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 well-structured and clear. Suggested improvements:

· Add specific numerical results for both handgrip strength and STS test in the results section.

· Clearly note in the methodology that this is a small case series to set expectations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The methods and analyses are appropriate. The findings align with existing evidence. The discussion is balanced, though a more detailed consideration of potential confounding factors (e.g., concurrent therapies) could strengthen it.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are appropriate, relevant, and include recent literature.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Generally yes. A few sentences in the introduction could be broken into shorter statements for improved clarity. Minor grammar and style adjustments would enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Consider adding a visual summary (graphical abstract or simple figure) to highlight main findings.

· Emphasize that results are exploratory due to the small cohort size.

· Clarify whether “no adverse events” includes both metabolic and catheter-related complications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns. Informed consent is documented. The study followed institutional guidelines; ethics committee approval was not required due to its observational nature.
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