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	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.


	Use of bolus over chest wall in PMRT patients is always a debatable area and I would like to congratulate authors for their honest attempt. The study provides very valuable inputs regarding the toxicity profile in patients receiving PMRT with bolus (in two different regimens). 
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	In the methodology section, the authors describe the study as "quasi-experimental," but it is unclear how group allocation was performed (based on which criteria). Additionally, the authors did not specify whether the study was prospective or retrospective—a key detail that should be included in the methodology.
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