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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 has been highlighted for the A Paradigm Shift in The Treatment of Advanced-Stage Lung Cancer the use of these types of methods will make it feasible to develop effective treatment plans, promote the development of personalized lung cancer medications, and ultimately improve the outlook for those who have been diagnosed with lung cancer.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A Paradigm Shift in The Treatment of Advanced-Stage Lung Cancer

	

	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 linked themes with acceptable background, technique, result and conclusion. The subjects discussed the concerns of the patient having radiation to the chest wall.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is suitable, yes. The thorough approach and comprehensive data analysis of this paper establish its technical soundness and scientific robustness. The experimental methods used by the authors have been described in a transparent and repeatable manner. Furthermore, the results are more reliable because the statistical analyses are comprehensive and suitable for the data. By elegantly setting the results within the corpus of current research, acknowledging its limits, and offering alternative routes for further investigation, 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 vital to examine the following: 
Coverage: Make sure the sources cover every significant aspect of the topic, including underlying theories, recent breakthroughs, and related methodologies.
Most of the references, which have been reviewed for recentness, represent the most current results and developments in the subject. 



To make sure the references closely connected to the paper's content and added to the debate and conclusions, their relevance was assessed.


	

	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: Clarity and Precision: The clear and unambiguous language ensures that complicated ideas be effectively expressed. 
This article's language and syntax should be free of problematic sentence patterns and grammatical errors while still keeping a formal tone.
When technical and field-specific vocabulary is employed appropriately and often, the article's credibility is boosted. 



The manuscript should have easy transitions between sections, well-structured paragraphs, and consistent flow.
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	All things considered, it's a good piece about a recent discovery that could aid in understanding disease therapy.
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