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This is a useful brief review. I would suggest adding a table with the different fertility
options discussed and advantages -disadvantages as well as efficacy rates and
established versus experimental status. Another table with specific regimens and doses
of ovarian stimulation for IVF would be of interest. Addition of the risk of sterility with
specific regimens used in breast cancer (to supplement the information given in table for
individual drugs) and comparison with regimens used in other cancers such as
lymphoma (also a common practice problem in oncology) would be desirable as a
comparative reference. A couple of typos: -p. 7 line 5 should be:”...is shown not to be the
case.” -P. 11 last sentence of 3rd paragraph is not clear what it means that the
letrozol-gonadotropin protocol is associated with DFS. Please clarify.
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