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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 holds value for the scientific community by providing practical, prospective dosimetric evidence from a resource-limited setting, demonstrating that supine positioning with a full bladder achieves comparable bowel and bladder sparing to prone positioning in 3D-CRT for rectal cancer—without needing a belly board or advanced IMRT.It addresses a key gap in lowresource environments, where such devices are often unavailable, supporting supine setups for their superior patient comfort, setup reproducibility, and ease of implementation, potentially influencing clinical guidelines in similar centers worldwide.By validating these findings through paired CT simulations and DVH analyses in 20 patients, the study reinforces evidence-based shifts in practice, encouraging broader adoption of patient-friendly alternatives while highlighting the need for larger trials to confirm clinical outcomes like toxicity rates
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