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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Due to the increased use of preoperative chemotherapy, the manuscript is considered relevant and will add to existing literature. It offers a clear, up-to-date summary of how and when SLNB could be used in post-neoadjuvant chemotherapy. Neoadjuvant chemotherapy indications increased to a great extent in the past 5 years. Any reliable study that will help in the management (specially surgery) in the post chemo is a plus.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, it reflected the content of the manuscript and used some key words that ar informative.
	

	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.


	Although the abstract provided a good review of the study and is considered well structured, it still needs some adjustments like adding the number of patients in the studies selected, the phrase “No significant difference” you can specify the difference in overall free survival or disease free survival, etc.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct and presents an evidence based systematic review, it is clear and focused on reliability and safety of sentinel lymph node biopsies after NACT. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficiently correct and comprehensive, most of them are recent between 2020 and 2025. They included land mark studies as SENTINA, ACOSOG Z107, etc
	

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


	Yes it is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a well done manuscript, addressing a relevant and timely clinical topic. It needs some revisions and strengthen it before publication; 
The introduction is slightly lengthy consider shortening it. 

Define what does ypN0 mena, not all readers understand it.
Add more stress on the Black node technique as it is cheap and can be used in low or middle income countries or centers without nuclear medicine facilities.

Add something related to AI in future directions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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