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	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.


	Yes, The usefulness of the MONAI framework together with deep learning approaches for organ-at-risk (OAR) segmentation in head and neck cancer is demonstrated in this publication, signaling a major breakthrough in automated medical imaging

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Although the study's focus is conveyed effectively, it could be made more succinct and interesting to better draw attention in academic databases. Maybe can change the title with “Automated Segmentation of Organs at Risk in Head and Neck Cancer: A MONAI-Driven Deep Learning Approach”


	

	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.


	Maybe can add about reduced precision for tiny organs like the optic chiasm


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and demonstrates a clear methodology supported by well-defined evaluation metrics. The use of the MONAI framework and U-Net architecture for automatic segmentation of organs at risk (OARs) in head and neck CT images is grounded in current deep learning best practices. The dataset sources are reputable, preprocessing steps are appropriately detailed, and the performance metrics—balanced accuracy, precision, recall, and Dice Similarity Coefficient—are correctly applied and interpreted. Additionally, the discussion links findings to clinical relevance and acknowledges limitations such as voxel imbalance and organ size, which shows scientific rigor. Minor improvements in phrasing or structure could enhance clarity, but the core scientific content and approach are valid and consistent with accepted standards in medical imaging research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	However, a few references could be updated or expanded to reflect more recent advancements in the field:
Cardoso et al. (2022): The updated MONAI framework paper on arXiv provides deeper insights into its latest capabilities, etc.
	

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


	Maybe can repair Spelling errors: “Intelegence” should be “Intelligence”; etc
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