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PART 1: Comments

	
	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 study was conducted to compare the radiation-induced acute treatment-related toxicities, including pneumonitis, dermatitis, dysphagia, and arm edema in early breast cancer in two different arms of radiotherapy with different dosages and durations of treatment. This study builds on existing literature and has positive implications regarding radiotherapy treatment for breast cancer.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is suitable for this study.
	

	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.
	The abstract is appropriate; however, an improvement is suggested:

In abstract methods, mention the name of the major statistical test conducted, through which the p-value was obtained.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mostly scientifically appropriate; however, some improvements are suggested:

Check and revise, as there are two differently numbered and differently formatted types of in-text citations present in the introduction section.

In MATERIALS & METHODS, mention the sampling technique used.

Explain how the toxicities were evaluated and what measures or tests were used along with their details. Mention the names of all the statistical tests conducted and the reason for which each test was conducted.
In the results, mention the total number of participants, and provide a detailed description related to sociodemographic information.

Add Table 1, 2, or Figure 1 citation when describing the related findings. Present the description for each table or figure in a separate paragraph, and it would be better if the table or figure were placed with the description.

In Table 1, mention (n) inside the column headings for the arm A and B columns. Add a note below Table 2 to explain the abbreviations.
Replace Graph 1 with Figure 1.
In the discussion, provide a comparison of this study's findings with more recent studies with references.
At the end of the discussion section, discuss the limitations and strengths of this study, along with implications and future directions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant; however, some improvements are suggested in the references: In the introduction, from the 1st to 3rd paragraphs, provide references.
Check and revise, as there are two differently numbered and differently formatted types of in-text citations present in the introduction section.
Ensure to provide references for each cited sentence in the introduction section.
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	Add Table 1, 2, or Figure 1 citation when describing the related findings. Provide references for the 4th and 5th paragraphs of the discussion section:
For many decades, schedules of adjuvant radiotherapy for these patients delivered 25 fractions of 2 Gy over 5 weeks. Randomized controlled trials with long-term follow-up have since confirmed that fewer, larger fractions giving a lower total dose are at least as safe and effective as the previously used international standard.

A 3-week schedule of 15 fractions has been the UK standard of care for adjuvant locoregional radiotherapy for early breast cancer since 2009 and is now an international standard for adjuvant local radiotherapy. There is no reason to assume that 15 fractions represent the lower limits of this hypo- fractionated and accelerated approach.

In the discussion, 8th paragraph, provide a reference: Most breast cancers are diagnosed after age 50. In the discussion, provide a comparison of this study's findings with more recent studies with references. Ensure to provide a reference for each cited sentence in the discussion section.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The article is generally well-written; however, there is a need for improvement in some parts of the article:
Check and revise, as there are two differently numbered and differently formatted types of in-text citations present in the introduction section.

Replace OVERSVATIONS & RESULTS with RESULTS

In the discussion, replace "This study was similar to the study of" with "This finding was similar to the finding of."

Improve the grammar in this 5th-to-last paragraph of discussion: According to data presented in Table 1, found the grade of dysphagia was not statistically significant when compared to both arms. (p ≥ 1.000 in grade 0, p ≥ 0.200 in grade 1 st , p ≥ 0.721 in grade 2 nd ). This study was similar to the study of J. Gadea et al 23 (2021) study.

Replace Graph 1 with Figure 1.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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