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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is a good review on triple negative breast cancer and well written.  There are a number of 

minor suggestions which are shown on a copy with tracked changes.    The only specific was that 

in the last few sections (COX2, Tyrosine kinases and mTOR) there were no mentions of TNBC and 

indeed the comments were more based around HER2-positive breast cancer. These sections should 

either include some specific comments about TNBC or should be removed.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Yadav et al. show an interesting review on biomarkers of a very malignant tumor, namely, the triple 

negative breast cancer. With no doubt, the topic is of high interest to the readers. However, the 

presentation should be improved to make the review acceptable.  Major comments: 1. The 

manuscript looks only like a compilation of information. At least some suggestions on how to 

improve diagnosis and therapy of this type of tumor are expected. The authors should make some 

suggestions on these topics. 2. At least two more figures should be included. The first new figure 

should summarize the association of biomarkers with diagnosis. The second one should provide the 

different intracellular pathways involved in the TNBC phenotype. 3. Definitely, the language should 

be revised by an expert   Minor comments 1. Authors should make nomenclature homogeneous: 

p53 intead of p 53; Ki67 instead of Ki 67, etc. Please check throughout the text. 

mailto:bpgoffice@wjgnet.com

