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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

A very interesting and important review on the topic.

Comments s ‘Receptors’ in the

title required? Page 4, line 16, spelling IL-2-dependent Page 5, lines 8-10; requires

elaboration on findings, rather then just say altered. Page 5, lines 11-14; Do cancer cells

perturb CTLA4 function or expression as to do with PD-1/PL-L1 pathway? Page 5, line
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27: PD-1. This should be left after the description of the PD-1/PD-L1 pathway below

Page 6, line 26-29: Explain how this difference between the 2 subsets achieved Page 11,

line 9-12; Reference? What about Th17? Page 15, line 1-3; This gives an unnecessary

negative impression. Why is this an obstacle to the therapy? Perhaps a better word is

needed or rephrase the sentence
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