Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Oncology Research Journal 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AORJ_137980

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Assessing Clinical Outcomes between 18 Gy in 2 Fractions vs 21 Gy in 3 Fractions of Brachytherapy after Concurrent Chemoradiotherapy in Locally Advanced Carcinoma Cervix

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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


	This study is highly relevant because cervical cancer remains a major public health concern in low-resource countries like Bangladesh, where access to specialized cancer care is limited. Reducing the number of high-dose-rate (HDR) brachytherapy fractions offers a practical solution to lessen the financial burden on patients and improve treatment compliance. In many cases, barriers such as long travel distances, high treatment costs, and overcrowded hospitals prevent patients from completing standard therapy. Therefore, exploring shorter and more efficient treatment protocols is essential to increase accessibility without compromising clinical outcomes. By evaluating the feasibility of a two-fraction HDR brachytherapy regimen following chemoradiation, this research addresses a critical gap in cervical cancer treatment strategies.
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	The socio-demographic characteristics of women in Bangladesh were described very thoroughly and in detail, and it was also stated that none of these data showed a statistically significant correlation with the treatment. It might have been appropriate to mention in the conclusion or discussion that such characteristics do not appear to influence the treatment, or that the available data are insufficient to assess the impact of socio-demographic factors, or to draw some other conclusion that the researchers could make based on these data.
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