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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.
	This manuscript should be highlighted because the advancements in cancer treatment with new strategies in multimodal approach which presenting the evaluation and conservative management of patient with post treatment lymphedema of the Tougue following surgery and adjuvant radiotherapy for squamous cell carcinoma must be highlighted to demonstrate that treatment has improved.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Lymphedema of Tongue: Management, Evaluation, and Outcomes - A Case Report Suggest to adjust as:
A Case Report on the Treatment, Assessment, and Results of Tongue Lymphedema


Can add up the author’s name of the article.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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.
	Yes, it mentioned regarding lymphedema, evaluation and management. The innovative the new technique and the importance on early rehabilitation and the outcomes from the interventions especially in improving patient’s care.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is suitable. This manuscript's rigorous approach and thorough data analysis reveal its scientific robustness and technical soundness. The experimental methods used by the authors have been transparently and reproducibly described. Furthermore, the results are more reliable because the statistical analyses are comprehensive and suitable for the data. The discussion section further upholds the manuscript's scientific integrity by skillfully placing the findings within the body of current literature, recognizing its limits, and outlining potential avenues for future case report.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are up to date and adequate, but it's crucial to take into account the following: Coverage: Verify that the sources address all important facets of the subject, such as underlying theories, current developments, and pertinent approaches.
The most recent research and advancements in the subject are reflected in the majority of the references, which have been reviewed for recency.
Relevance was checked to make sure the references added to the discussion and conclusions and had a direct connection to the substance of the paper.
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	[bookmark: PART__1:_Comments]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	For scholarly communications, take into account the following standards for the article's language and English quality: Clarity & Precision: The wording is exact and clear, preventing ambiguity and guaranteeing that difficult concepts are conveyed successfully.
This article's grammar and syntax should be free of problematic sentence patterns and grammatical mistakes, all the while keeping a formal tone.
The article's credibility is increased when technical and field-specific vocabulary is employed appropriately and consistently.
The manuscript's coherence and flow should be coherent, with well-organized paragraphs and seamless transitions between sections.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	Overall, it's a solid article that discusses a recent discovery that could aid in the treatment of lymphedema of Tongue.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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