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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The work is somehow new but several limitations from the English to the technical 

hinder to grasp the main point of the work, some of them are listed below:  1- In my 

opinion, the abstract is too cumbersome and is hard to catch the key point. The 

keywords need to be more detailed. 2- Proofread the manuscript, with particular 
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could be published in a popular science journal but not in a scientific one. That is why I 

cannot recommend its publication in the form it is currently submitted in. I suggest that 

the authors refine their manuscript. I am sending five comments to them and very much 
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their manuscript for publication in the World Journal of Radiology.  Comments  1. The 

main fault of the manuscript is that it is too short even for minireview and only scratches 
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algorithms used in these products. I ask the authors to clear this trouble by adding a 

description of AI method and algorithms for prostate imaging. This will give more 

sound to the scientific content of the manuscript. Needless to say the description must be 

no longer than required for a minireview.  2. Only a single figure is given in the 

manuscript. It is not enough. I would recommend the authors to give some other 

examples of images and, possibly, illustrative schemes that demonstrate AI application 

in prostate imaging. Visual attractiveness must add respectability to the manuscript.  3. 

I would advise the authors to rewrite Section “Conclusion”. Now it looks an Incomplete 

List of Inferences rather than a Conclusion. Standardly, Conclusion section should first 

review, analyze and systematize all results the authors obtained and only then, on the 

basis of these results, formulate the final conclusion and, possibly, announce future 

research.  4. The list of References has only 22 entries – too small even for a minireview. 

I think this fault is the easiest to remove. If the authors will describe AI methods and 

algorithms (see Comment 1), they will have to refer to appropriate references which 

must be as many as to make the total number of entries in the list about 50 or so.   5. On 

whole, the English of the manuscript is not bad. However, there are errors both in 

gramma and in style. Several examples are provided below. It should be noted that the 

language problem can be a reason to reject the manuscript. That is why I recommend the 

authors to carefully test each phrase in the text for errors.  Examples of errors  5.1. 

Page 3, Core tip, the first sentence. I think the phrase “using artificial intelligence in 

prostate cancer” is not correct. May be “in prostate cancer diagnosis”?  5.2. Page 6, line 

4. “Nevertheless, a study by Gaur et al. Reduction of the time of interpretation of studies 

with the help of artificial intelligence is possible.” What authors do want to say?  5.3. 

Page7, line 7. The world “quantitive” should be “quantitative”. 
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As for the manuscript, I can say that the authors have done a good job  to respond to 

the reviewers' comments and reduce their manuscript to a  form acceptable for 

publication. I am ready to recommend its publication  in the World Journal of 

Radiology. The only thing I ask the authors to  do is to check Table 1 - it was not 

reproduced well in the manuscript  file 82467_Auto_Edited.docx I downloaded. 

 


