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Does the Abstract contain the contents of each part of

the manuscript (IMRaD)? Yes

Are the Key Words complete? Yes

Is the content of the Introduction adequate? Yes

Is the content of the Materials and Methods complete?
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Is the description of the experiments clear and

complete?Not Applicable

Are the experimental data presented in the

manuscript’s biostatistics content reliable? Not

Applicable

Are the experimental data of the Results true and

reliable? Not Applicable

Are the quality and resolution of the images up to
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Do the selection and design of the figures and tables

follow the principles of necessity and clarity? Not
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presented in the figures and tables? Not Applicable
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Is the content of the Discussion reasonable? Yes

Is the Conclusion reasonable? Yes

Are all references necessary and reasonable? Yes

Do authors omit important references? No

Are all references related to the topic of the

manuscript? Yes
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This manuscript presents a comprehensive commentary on the current status and future

prospects of radiomics-based preoperative risk stratification in pancreatic ductal

adenocarcinoma (PDAC) across different populations. The authors discuss the
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validation of a Korean radiomics model in a Chinese cohort, highlight the importance of

multidimensional data integration, and address both the challenges and opportunities in

translating radiomics and artificial intelligence into clinical practice for PDAC. The

article is well-structured, provides valuable insights into the strengths and limitations of

current approaches, and offers perspectives on how multidimensional integration can

improve personalized patient care. While the manuscript points out the lower

proportion of low-risk (≤2 cm) tumors in the Chinese cohort compared to the original

Korean study, it would benefit from a more detailed analysis of how such differences in

study populations could affect the radiomics model’s generalizability and robustness.

Expanding on the potential impact of sample heterogeneity on performance metrics

would add important context. The authors well identify the challenges around imaging

protocol heterogeneity and radiomics feature stability. However, it would be helpful to

include more specific examples or recent literature illustrating these limitations in

real-world practice, especially regarding CT scanner variation and inter-center

differences. This would make the discussion more tangible for readers considering

clinical implementation. While discussing integration with electronic health records and

AI platforms, the paper could be strengthened by mentioning any current or emerging

systems that have been implemented in practice, either in China or internationally.

Real-world deployment examples—such as preliminary outcomes or user

experiences—would enhance the practical relevance of the recommendations. Some

technical terms and abbreviations (such as “TSR” and “ctDNA”) are introduced without

sufficient explanation. Providing the full spellings and brief definitions on first use

would help make the manuscript more accessible to readers from different backgrounds.

Overall, this is a timely and well-written commentary that covers important aspects of

PDAC risk stratification using radiomics. I recommend acceptance after minor revision,

addressing the points above to improve clarity and depth, and further strengthen the
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translational value of the article.
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