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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Authors constructed a prediction model of postoperative delirium and verified it using 

SMOTE. There are like typos in some key statements, rendering the conclusions 

contradictory to the date presented. RESULTS of Abstract indicated that P1 

outperformed P2. In Model Comparisons of RESULTS, however, it was said that "there 

was no significant difference in performance". Yet again in Research Results of ARTICLE 

HIGHLIGHTS, it was stated that the model based on SMOTE outperformed traditional 

methods. Minor comments: 1) "P2" was not defined in Abstract. 2) "ICD-10 coding 

classification" -> "ICD-10; maybe provide a reference to ICD-10? 3) "willing 

participation" -> "willing to participate"? 4) Define abbreviations ICU, BMI, and VAS. 5) 

Is this manuscript a research article or a review? If it's a research article, why does 

literature search appear in "Data Collection"? 6) "nebulization"->"nebulizer"? 7) 

"technological roadmap" -> "flowchart"? 8) For the definitions of P1 and P2, please 

indicate units when applicable, e.g., for "Surgery duration". 9) Why were the p values so 

large for the correlation (p=0.784 for P1 and p=0.990 for P2)? What test were those p 

values for? 10) "1/019"->"1.019"? 11) "index scores" -> "index" 12) "can further mitigate" -> 
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"may further mitigate"? 13) "the SMOTE oversampling (technique)" -> "SMOTE" 14) Ref. 

[28] missing journal name 15) Figure 1: Define abbreviations SMOTE&ROC in the 

caption 16) Figure 1: What is "Frequency of risk prediction models"?  

 


