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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript offers a comprehensive and timely evaluation of risk prediction models (RPMs) for postoperative delirium (POD) in non-cardiac surgery patients. Given the significant impact of POD on patient outcomes—including prolonged hospital stays, increased morbidity, and higher healthcare costs —this review addresses a critical gap in perioperative care. 

The study's strengths lie in its rigorous methodology, adherence to PRISMA-2020 guidelines, and use of the PROBAST checklist for assessing risk of bias. By synthesizing data from 12 studies, the authors provide a clear overview of the performance metrics of various RPMs, highlighting their accuracy and applicability. The emphasis on internal and external validation underscores the importance of model robustness and generalizability.

However, the review could benefit from a more detailed discussion on the limitations of the included studies, such as sample size variability, potential biases in data collection, and the impact of different surgical procedures on POD risk. Additionally, exploring the integration of these RPMs into clinical practice, including potential barriers and facilitators, would enhance the manuscript's practical relevance.

In conclusion, this manuscript provides valuable insights into the current landscape of POD prediction models, offering a foundation for future research aimed at refining these tools and improving patient outcomes in non-cardiac surgery settings.
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