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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The authors have presented an intriguing case of late onset radiotherapy induced carotid artery stenosis in a 68-year-old woman with squamous cell carcinoma metastases with unknown primary nidus. The case report is important from the point of view that large artery stenosis can be a long-term complication following radiotherapy treatment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title seems appropriate for the manuscript.
	

	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.


	Needs to be written again keeping the main theme of the manuscript in mind. The statements lack coherence and purpose. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	No. Not at all. English language used by the authors is hardly understandable. The whole manuscript needs to be thoroughly checked and re-written to ensure proper flow, clarity, brevity, articulation and coherence.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the idea behind the case report is interesting but the authors have failed to effectively deliver the message. The manuscript is confusing at a lot of instances. The alternative diagnoses have not been ruled out effectively. Whether or not the patient had any comorbidities has not been explained. Why was the doppler USG of the carotid and late CTA performed? Did the patient present with any symptoms? These are just a few. Overall, the whole manuscript is flawed. The authors need to re-work it from the scratch.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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