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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors of the manuscript developed artificial intelligence algorithms, using
patient chart information in addition to laboratory results, and reviewed its efficacy at
Down syndrome screening performance (detection rate and false positive rate). Minor
comments: 1) The authors should modify their terminology. The negative samples
should be renamed DS non-affected samples, whereas the positive samples should be
renamed DS affected samples.  2)The authors should also confirm that the dataset
included some affected samples that were screen negative with the traditional laboratory
markers (False negative) and the use of non-affected samples that were screen positive
with the traditional laboratory markers (False positive). Provide numbers for these two
categories. 3) It would be great for this manuscript or a subsequent to ensure that
collaboration with other prenatal screening centers is confirmed to use other datasets as

training and/ or test sets.
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