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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 paper is a significant contribution to a methodological gap in prostate cancer prognosis by combining longitudinal PSA curves and survival outcome through a joint modelling approach. As opposed to the conventional stagnant or two-phase strategies, the proposed one explicitly takes into consideration the informative dynamics of dropouts and biomarkers, which are typical of long-term oncology studies. The results offer statistically sound and clinically interpretative information which can enhance more personalized risk forecasting and follow up plans. The study, in general, is a significant addition to the evidence-based practice in oncology and the methodology of survivorship analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and representative of the main methodological value and clinical use of the study. It clearly brings out informative dropout, prostate cancer, and joint modelling of PSA and survival, which are the most important parts of the manuscript.
	

	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 is well-constructed and detailed describing the background, methodology, essential results and importance of the study. It has sufficiently presented the novelty in the application of joint models to model dynamic PSA-survival relations. There is no significant addition or removal necessary but small-scale simplification of technical wording can be done to contribute to increasing readability among the wider clinical audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically valid and properly methodological. The statistical models are specified in an adequate way, assumptions are clearly stated and the analytical framework is in line with the best practices in longitudinal and survival data analysis. Results analysis is logical and consistent with statistical evidence as well as clinical implications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
The sources are adequate, contemporary and pertinent to the aims of the study. They are modern literature on the prognosis of prostate cancer, PSA dynamics, and joint modelling techniques. None of the vital references seem to be omitted.
	

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


	The English quality and language are academic enough. Generally, the manuscript is readable and well-written with the proper use of technical terms. A small number of grammatical polishes may be taken into consideration in copy-editing, but there is no language revision to be done on a large scale.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper has a perfectly combined methodological and clinical study. Transparency and reproducibility are enhanced by the fact that there are descriptive plots and model-based interpretations. The research has an apparent potential to be further extended towards additional cancer biomarkers and clinical longitudinal setting.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

This manuscript does not present any ethical concerns. The research employs second-hand, de-identified clinical data and was duly endorsed by the institutional ethics review committee as which is evidently mentioned in the manuscript.
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