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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	The work contributes to methodological understanding in applied statistics and machine learning for health data analysis. The findings may support researchers, policymakers, and health practitioners in refining focus areas when designing mental health interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract clearly states the background, aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, it can be improved by:

Briefly clarifying that the dataset is synthetically/generated rather than real-world data.

Reducing repetition related to balancing and clustering steps.

Explicitly mentioning the evaluation strategy (cross-validation or error metrics context).

Overall, the abstract is adequate but would benefit from minor refinement for clarity and precision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its methodological framework and logical flow. The use of random under sampling for imbalance handling, K-means clustering for subgroup identification, and RFE for feature elimination is appropriate and well-supported by literature.
However:  More explanation is needed regarding model validation and robustness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include recent studies
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing. Common issues include:

Grammatical errors, Inconsistent tense usage, Typographical mistakes and Repetition of phrases

Professional language polishing is recommended to meet scholarly communication standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. Ethical considerations related to generated data should be briefly acknowledged.
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