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We appreciate the editor, who gave opportunity to revise our work. Also, we wo

uld like to thank the reviewers for careful and thorough reading of this manuscri

pt and for the thoughtful comments and constructive suggestions, which help to i

mprove the quality of this manuscript. We carefully considered your comments a

s well as those offered by the reviewers. We agree with most of them, and the

manuscript has been revised thoroughly according to the reviewer’s advice. We h

ope that these revisions improve the paper such that you and the reviewers now

deem it worthy of publication in World Journal of Psychiatry. Also, we hope o

ur revision meet your approval. We next detail our responses to each reviewer’s

concerns and comments.

Our response follows (the reviewer’s comments and editor’s comments are in itali

cs).

Editor

1) Thank you for submitting your manuscript to World Journal of Psychiatry, a

peer-reviewed, online, and open access journal. We are pleased to inform you th

at one of the peer reviewers has completed his/her review of your manuscript.

We appreciate the editor, who gave opportunity to revise our work. We
carefully considered your comments as well as those offered by the
reviewers. We agree with most of them, and the manuscript has been



revised thoroughly according to the reviewer’s advice. We hope that these
revisions improve the paper such that you and the reviewers now deem it
worthy of publication in World Journal of Psychiatry.

Reviewer #1

The study developed a nomogram based on a naïve Bayesian algorithm using ep

idemiological data that could represent adolescents in the South Korean communi

ty and presented baseline data for screening adolescent depressive disorder. The

study is interesting and relevant however there are some minor grammatical erro

rs throughout the manuscript. I suggest that the manuscript should be proofread

by native English speaker to correct all the grammatical errors.

We appreciate the reviewer’s detailed evaluations and positive comments.
We appreciate the positive feedback. Also, we appreciate you very much for
giving us the opportunity to revise our paper. We agree with most of them,
and the manuscript has been revised thoroughly according to the reviewer’s
advice. Our changes have been marked in red font and highlight in the
revised manuscript. We hope that these revisions improve the paper such
that reviewers now deem it worthy of publication in World Journal of
Psychiatry. Also, we hope our revision meet your approval.

We have received native-speaking corrections based on reviewer's
suggestions. Here's what's changed:

























Reviewer #2

This study was conducted to present baseline data for preventing depressive disor

der in adolescents by identifying multiple risk factors influencing the depressive

disorder of adolescents.

We appreciate the reviewer’s detailed evaluations and positive comments.
We appreciate the positive feedback. Also, we appreciate you very much for
giving us the opportunity to revise our paper. We agree with most of them,
and the manuscript has been revised thoroughly according to the reviewer’s
advice. Our changes have been marked in red font and highlight in the
revised manuscript. We hope that these revisions improve the paper such
that reviewers now deem it worthy of publication in World Journal of
Psychiatry. Also, we hope our revision meet your approval.

1.) It is important to screen for and prevention of Adolescent Depression. But th

ere are still two small problems: 1. Please include relevant information on statist

ics in the Methods section.

We would like to thank the reviewer for careful and thorough reading of this
manuscript and for the thoughtful comments and constructive suggestions,
which help to improve the quality of this manuscript. Also, we appreciate
you very much for giving us the opportunity to revise our paper. We agree
with the reviewers' comments. In response to a reviewer's suggestion, we've
added the following text to the Methods section:

Precision is defined as the proportion of classifications that are true actually being true:
(���������) = ��

��+��
.

Recall is defined as the ratio of the number of model predictions that are true over the

number that are actually true:
(������) = ��

��+��
.

Accuracy is an evaluation index that can most intuitively indicate the performance of a



model:
(��������) = ��+��

��+��+��+��
.

However, since using accuracy alone to overcome bias due to data imbalance is limited,

it is necessary to present the F-1 score as an additional predictive performance indicator t

o overcome bias.

The F1-score is the harmonic mean of Precision and Recall; i.e.,
(�1 − �����) = 2 × 1

1
���������+
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= 2 × ���������×������
���������+������

.

AUC is an indicator used to evaluate the performance of a binary classifier. The maximu

m value is 1, and a value close to 1 means that the performance of the model is good

(i.e., the recall is larger than the fall-out).

2.) 2. Please explain what is the recall? Why is so high to 0.86?.

We appreciate the reviewer’s detailed evaluations and positive comments.
Also, we appreciate you very much for giving us the opportunity to revise
our paper. Recall is defined as the ratio of the number of model predictions
that are true over the number that are actually true. The reason that the
recall was derived as 0.86 in this study is thought to be because this
predictive model was derived with high precision and recall. In response to
a reviewer's suggestion, we've added the following text to the Methods
section:

Recall is defined as the ratio of the number of model predictions that are
true over the number that are actually true:

(������) =
��

�� + ��

We hope our revision meet your approval.

Reviewer #3



The study is well-designed and authors have explained the objective of the study

with great clarity. The rationale of choosing the target participants of the study

was explained well. The statistical methods used have also been described well.

Various bodies of literature have emphasized complaints of physical symptoms a

s a presenting complaint for children and adolescent belonging to Asian and His

panic ethnicities. The findings objectively highlight that physical symptoms can b

e a predictive factor for MDD in children and adolescents. Authors have done j

ustice in noting the limitations of the study including use of self-report questionn

aire. I personally enjoyed reading this study and found the findings to be of gre

at clinical relevance.

We appreciate the reviewer’s detailed evaluations and positive comments.
Also, we appreciate the positive feedback. We appreciate you very much for
giving us the opportunity to revise our paper. We agree with most of them,
and the manuscript has been revised thoroughly according to the reviewer’s
advice. Our changes have been marked in red font and highlight in the
revised manuscript. We hope that these revisions improve the paper such
that reviewers now deem it worthy of publication in World Journal of
Psychiatry. Also, we hope our revision meet your approval.


