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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 provided practical evidence supporting supine position for 3D-CRT on rectal cancer. It is thought to be useful evidence for rural populations where belly board is not available. However, is it clinically implemented? Note that in resource-limited setting, if a medical institution had the device to perform 3D-CRT or even IMRT, it is mostly possible for the said institution to also provide a belly board.
There has been a systematic review showing that prone treatment position can result in a lower irradiated SB-V as compared to a supine position, but a more significant reduction of the SB-V can be reached by the additional use of a BB in prone position, for both 3D-CRT and IMRT treatment plans 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Partly. The article only mentioned the subject’s group being compared without mentioning the therapy and dependent variables.
Suggested: Dose distribution on supine vs prone positioning without belly board undergoing 3D-CRT: prospective clinical 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.

	

	Yes. It contained Background, Method, Result, and conclusion. Keywords shall be written in alphabetical order.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It follows the IMRAD structure
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
		If there is possible and available, the article could benefit from a journal from < 5 years ago (currently only 1 citation, from 2019).
	

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

	Yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No. 
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