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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.


	This manuscript should be highlighted for the advancements in cancer treatment with new strategies in multimodal approach that present the evaluation On Thyroid Gland Doses and Thyroid Gland Volume in Patients with Breast Cancer Receiving Adjuvant Radiotherapy to Chest Wall and Supraclavicular Area Using 3D-Conformal Radiation Therapy. It should also highlight the ways in which treatment has improved by the retrospective Study 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	RETROSPECTIVE STUDY ON DOSE TO THYROID GLAND, AND MEAN THYROID GLAND VOLUME IN BREAST CANCER PATIENTS RECEIVING ADJUVANT RADIOTHERAPY TO CHEST WALL AND SUPRACLAVICULAR AREA WITH 3D-CONFORMAL RADIATION THERAPY - accepted

	

	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 related topics with appropriate background, method, result and conclusion. The topics covered the issues to the patient receiving radiotherapy to the chest wall.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is appropriate, yes. The rigorous methodology and comprehensive data analysis of this publication demonstrate its technical soundness and scientific robustness. Transparent and repeatable descriptions of the authors' experimental procedures have been provided. Additionally, because the statistical analyses are thorough and appropriate for the data, the outcomes are more trustworthy. By deftly situating the results within the corpus of existing literature, acknowledging its limitations, and suggesting possible directions for future study, the discussion section further preserves the manuscript's scientific integrity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and current, but it's important to consider the following: 
Coverage: Make sure the sources cover every significant aspect of the topic, including underlying ideas, recent advancements, and relevant methods.
Most of the references, which have been checked for recentness, represent the most current findings and developments in the field. 


Relevance was examined to ensure that the references directly related to the paper's content and contributed to the discussion and conclusions.


	

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


	Consider the following criteria for the language and English quality of scholarly communications: Precision and Clarity: The precise and unambiguous language ensures that complex ideas be effectively communicated. 
While maintaining a formal tone, this article's grammar and syntax should be devoid of troublesome sentence structures and grammatical errors.
When technical and field-specific terminology is used correctly and regularly, the article's credibility is enhanced. 


The manuscript should have smooth transitions between sections, well-structured paragraphs, and consistent flow.
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	All things considered, it's a good article about a new finding that may help treat to understand the treatment related to disease.
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