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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
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results. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

An orthographic mistake must be corrected: (Introduction:) "SBRT is a treatment option 
that dose not..." correct the spelling of the word, and type "... that does not ..." 
Review language for the whole article  
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