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Review Form 3

PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The manuscript provides valuable insights into the evolving field of chemoimmunotherapy and its potential to
enhance cancer treatment. By integrating decades of research, the work addresses the challenges of combining
chemotherapy and immunotherapy effectively, offering a well-rounded approach for future advancements. The
focus on precision medicine and immunotherapy is timely and could lead to better outcomes in cancer
therapeutics.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The current title is informative but could be more precise. | suggest: Advancing Cancer Treatment Through
Combination Chemoimmunotherapy: Four Decades of Research and Future Directions.

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 comprehensive but somewhat dense. It could benefit from clearer sectioning to emphasize key
points. Consider simplifying or summarizing the historical background and focusing more on the combination
therapy. Additionally, highlighting specific findings from the research would make the abstract more engaging.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The subsections and overall structure are appropriate, presenting information in a logical sequence.
Nonetheless, some paragraphs could be refined to ensure they are succinct and avoid repetition.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The manuscript appears scientifically sound, grounded in robust research, and the claims are well-supported by
data and references. The integration of precision medicine and immune cell culture techniques is compelling. The
work successfully conveys advancements in combination therapies and the rationale behind them

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

The references are recent and adequately support the manuscript's claims. However, including some highly cited
recent papers on the latest advancements in chemoimmunotherapy and precision medicine could enhance the
reference list. | suggest considering references that explore newer checkpoint inhibitors or combination
strategies.

Minc;r REVISION comments

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

Language/English Quality: The language is generally appropriate, but some sentences can be restructured for
clarity and fluency.

Optional/General comments

Language editing require
Add more data releted to scintific and clinical content.

| find this manuscript highly informative and relevant, as it consolidates significant research efforts into a coherent
narrative. The historical perspective combined with recent innovations adds depth. However, some sections
could be streamlined for clarity, and additional visual aids might improve understanding.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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