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	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.


	· The manuscript is important to the scientific community because it demonstrates how joint modeling of longitudinal PSA trajectories and survival outcomes improves prostate cancer prognosis beyond traditional static or two-stage approaches. 
· By explicitly addressing informative dropout and measurement error, the study provides more reliable and unbiased estimates of survival risk. 
· The work highlights the clinical value of dynamic biomarker information for individualized risk prediction and follow-up strategies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The author can consider adjusting the tittle to l emphasize the methodological innovation and clinical relevance more clearly.
· “Modeling Dynamic PSA Trajectories and Survival in Prostate Cancer Using Joint Longitudinal, Survival Models”
	

	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 author captured all the key aspects of an abstract well. 
· However, the Author can Consider briefly clarifying whether the joint model was estimated using a Bayesian or likelihood-based framework.

· The author can consider highlighting potential  clinical implications
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is Scientifically correct, and the conclusions are well supported by the results
	

	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 up to date
	

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


	· Generally, the language used is , suitable for scholarly communication.

· the manuscript demonstrates a strong command of technical terminology. 

· However, some sections particularly in the Results and Discussion would benefit from stylistic editing to improve clarity, reduce repetition, and shorten overly long sentences.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues found
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