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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.


	This manuscript is highly significant to the scientific community as it addresses a critical methodological limitation in current prostate cancer prognosis by shifting focus from static baseline measurements to dynamic patient trajectories. 

By validating the use of the joint modeling approach, the study offers a more rigorous statistical framework that accounts for informative censoring and measurement error, which are common sources of bias in traditional two-stage models.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Joint Modeling of PSA Dynamics and Survival Outcomes to Mitigate Informative Dropout in Prostate Cancer Trials
	

	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 abstract provides a solid overview of the study's background, methodology, and general findings, but it requires specific quantitative additions to be truly comprehensive.
Definition of "PSA Severity": The term "PSA severity" is used repeatedly. A brief clause defining how this was categorized or measured would add clarity.

Quantitative results for the Joint Model : While the abstract provides the Hazard Ratio (HR) and Confidence Interval for the Cox model (Gleason score), it not clearly states that the Joint Model showed "significant predictive relationships." You should add the specific Association Parameter or Hazard Ratio derived from the Joint Model to statistically prove that the longitudinal PSA trajectory is a significant predictor.
The sentence starting with "The originality of this research study..." is somewhat redundant given the conclusion. This could be condensed to make space for the specific statistical results of the Joint Model mentioned above.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES the manuscript appears scientifically correct and methodologically sound. The choice to use a Joint Model approach with shared random effects is the appropriate and modern statistical standard for analyzing longitudinal data (PSA trajectories) alongside time-to-event data (survival), specifically to handle the issue of informative censoring/dropout mentioned in the text.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes these references are recent and sufficient.
	

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


	 Yes the language is suitable for scholarly communications.
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