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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

| believe that the results themselves can be further explored in the discussion
by making comparisons with those mentioned. And write a running text, but
not in the form of topics. This it'll to value what was findings of this manual.

Minor REVISION comments

The fourth line of the introduction was written "many studies", but the author or
authors refer to only one study "3". | suggest adding more references or changing the
beginning of the sentence by the singular, for example: “a study reviewing several
others...” This is a care that values the work.

In my opinion, this sentence needs further affirmation and reference. “TNBCs are
said to have more mutations compared to other subtypes, which could be paramount
targets for immunotherapy.”

Optional/General comments

Great job
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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Yes, there is data analysis that involves the confidentiality of human patients,
but it has already been approved by the ethics committee.
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