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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 article has clear clinical relevance regarding radiation-induced hypothyroidism in breast cancer patients.

The article presents findings that radiotherapy in breast cancer patients can increase the risk of hypothyroidism. This provides important insights for the comprehensive management of oncology cases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title : “Thyroid Dosimetry in Breast Cancer Patients Receiving Post-Mastectomy Radiotherapy: A Retrospective Analysis”
	

	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.


	Consider tightening the abstract to emphasize key findings and implications in fewer words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	 Some sentences are wordy or awkwardly phrased. For example:

- “Post Mastectomy Radiation Therapy boosted survival and diminished locoregional recurrences (LRR’s)” → Consider: “PMRT improved survival and reduced locoregional recurrence.”

- “The fact that RT lowers the chance of local and regional recurrence as well as overall mortality is undeniable…” → This could be more concise and objective.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Methodological Transparency

· Inclusion/exclusion criteria are well-defined.

Data Presentation

· Dosimetric parameters are clearly tabulated.

· Use of DVH metrics like V30 and mean dose provides quantitative insight.

Literature Integration

· The discussion is well-supported by previous studies, including Joensuu et al., Emami et al., and Tunio et al., which strengthens the argument.

The study reports means and standard deviations but lacks inferential statistics (e.g., confidence intervals, p-values).

The study does not include actual thyroid function test results post-RT.

While the dosimetry is informative, linking it to clinical hypothyroidism would strengthen the impact.

Some information is repeated (e.g., patient inclusion criteria and RT technique).

Consider streamlining for conciseness.

Conclusion: Please add the benefit from a call to action: e.g., “Future studies should include thyroid function monitoring to establish dose-response relationships.”
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