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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 provides valuable insights into the use of radiotherapy by different modalities in patients of esophageal cancer. Esophageal cancer is one of the most severe cancers which are quite difficult to treat, though early detection and treatment have been found to improve the prognosis of these patients, Radiotherapy being of the treatment modalities in these cases. Due to the location of these types of malignancies the risk of toxicities to vital organs like lung and heart increase several fold. This study discusses the different radiotherapy modalities available, like 2DRT, IMRT, 3DCRT and VMAT and compares the risks of associated radiation induced cardiac and pulmonary toxicities with the conventional vs advanced radiotherapies. Further knowledge on how these inoperable and/or advanced esophageal cancers can be treated with radiotherapy without risk of life-threatening or long term side effects, will definitely aid in improving therapeutic effectiveness. Hence, further studies are needed to expand this limiting data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is accurate and appropriately reflects the content. 


	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive, clearly summarizing the study's aims, methodology, results, and conclusions, and I do not suggest the addition or deletion of any points in this section.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, as it is based on a prospective observational study of the risks of cardiac and lung toxicities in VMAT vs 3DCRT exposures in patients of esophageal cancer.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent, providing a solid foundation for the study; no additional references are necessary at this time. 
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication; it is clear, precise, and professionally presented.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I found this article to be good and well presented, highlighting the need of the knowledge of radiotherapy and its associated risks using different radiotherapy modalities in patients of esophageal cancer.
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