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findings are described clearly. However, several important issues need to be addressed 

to improve the clarity, coherence, and scientific rigor of the paper. 

First, the link between the presented case and the discussion on artificial intelligence (AI) 

is not sufficiently substantiated. The authors mention the potential of AI in improving 

rare tumor diagnoses but do not provide any actual demonstration, data analysis, or 

illustrative example to support this claim. As a result, the AI-related content feels 

disconnected from the main case narrative. To enhance the paper’s credibility, the 

authors should either (1) include a concrete instance of AI or radiomics application 

related to GIST imaging analysis, or (2) substantially narrow the AI discussion to a 

concise contextual remark rather than an extended theoretical section. Presenting a 

hypothetical framework—such as how AI might assist in distinguishing GIST from 

pancreatic lesions based on imaging parameters—would also strengthen the logical 

flow.   

Second, the report notably lacks radiological images such as CT or MRI scans, which are 

essential to support the clinical and diagnostic descriptions. Without such figures, 

readers cannot fully understand the imaging features that led to the initial misdiagnosis. 

The inclusion of representative preoperative images, ideally annotated to highlight key 

diagnostic clues, would greatly enhance the educational and scientific value of this case 

report.   

Furthermore, the discussion section remains too general and could benefit from deeper 

engagement with recent literature. The authors may expand on how AI-driven image 

analysis or decision-support systems have been applied in GIST or similar soft tissue 

tumors, as well as address the current limitations or ethical challenges of implementing 

AI in rare disease diagnosis.   

In summary, while the case itself is interesting and clinically meaningful, the manuscript 

requires stronger evidence, the addition of radiological documentation, and a more 
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critical, well-supported discussion linking AI applications to the specific diagnostic 

challenges highlighted by this case.   
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