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REVIEWERS' COMMENTS 

 

Reviewer #1 (Remarks to the Author): 

 

I would like to thank Calderaro and colleagues for revising their manuscript and addressing mine and 

other reviewers' comments. 

While I still see the exposure of some test data during the training phase as a potential issue, which 

the scientific community should be carefully considering in the future, given the success of self-

supervised models, I do agree with the authors in that this might affect an intermediary result and not 

the results on the external validation set. 



 
      

 
     

   

  

 

Response to Reviewer #1 

 

Reviewer #1 (Remarks to the Author): 

I would like to thank Calderaro and colleagues for revising their manuscript and ad-

dressing mine and other reviewers' comments. 

While I still see the exposure of some test data during the training phase as a poten-

tial issue, which the scientific community should be carefully considering in the fu-

ture, given the success of self-supervised models, I do agree with the authors in that 

this might affect an intermediary result and not the results on the external validation 

set. 

 

Response: Thank you very much. No action required.  
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