Author’s Reply to the Review Report

[bookmark: _GoBack]We thank the reviewer for the positive assessment and for identifying these remaining points, which we have addressed as follows.
Comment: The revised manuscript has been substantially improved, and the main methodological concerns raised in the previous review have been satisfactorily addressed. In particular, subject-level separation is now clearly described, the PRISMA flow has been reconciled, and the distinction between prospective data collection and prospective model validation is clearer.
Only minor consistency corrections remain: the citation range [16–50] should be adjusted following the post-hoc exclusion of one study, the contradictory statements regarding the single anxiety-focused study in Section 3.2 should be corrected, and the term "prospective evaluation" should be replaced where appropriate with "prospective data collection" for consistency.
Overall, the manuscript is now considerably stronger and suitable for publication after these minor revisions.
Response: 
Citation range: We have corrected the citation in Section 2 to read [16, 18–50], explicitly excluding reference 17, which corresponds to the study excluded post-hoc from the final synthesis (Section 3.1). This range now correctly corresponds to the 34 references for the 34 studies retained in the final synthesis.
Anxiety-focused study: We have removed the erroneous sentence in Section 3.2 (No study focused solely on anxiety without a depression component as a primary target), which directly contradicted the preceding statement that one study (TRAILS cohort, Netherlands) exclusively examined anxiety. The section is now consistent with the characterization of this study elsewhere in the manuscript (Abstract, Sections 4.1 and 4.2).
Terminology: We have replaced "prospective evaluation" with "prospective data collection" in the two instances identified, in Section 2 ("Data Items") and in Section 3.10, ensuring consistent use of this term throughout the manuscript, as distinct from "prospective model validation" as defined in the clinical readiness framework (Section 2).

