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Introduction: Ok  Materials and methods:  1. Did authors include only one mass per 

patient or were there any cases with bilateral ovarian/adnexal masses? I ask this because 

especially for O-RADS 5 lesions, bilateral ovarian malignancy is common, and this may 

cause bias in assessing the contralateral mass of the patient. Please clarify this in the text.   

Results: 1. “Readers misclassified 22 (14.7%) of 150 lesions ….. ” This would be 100 

lesions I assume.  2. According to table 1 and 3, the PPVs of R2 and R3 has decreased 

14-16% for O-RADS 3 lesions after training. Do the authors have an explanation for that? 

What was their most common mistake in that sub-group? This could be added to the 

discussion.   Discussion:  1. I agree with the authors that wall irregularity it the most 

challenging one of the descriptors, either irregularity of the inner wall or the outer 
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separately? Because if they all label the same but wrong descriptor, they misclassify the 

lesion, however interobserver variability becomes high.  Therefore, did the training 

influences accurate definitions of descriptors on each case? This could be mentioned in 

the discussion part. I addition, if the authors include a such analysis, they may have an 
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ok. The reference below could be added also.  “Strachowski LM, Jha P, Chawla TP, 

Davis KM, Dove CK, Glanc P, Morgan TA, Andreotti RF. O-RADS for Ultrasound: A 

User's Guide, From the AJR Special Series on Radiology Reporting and Data Systems. 

AJR Am J Roentgenol. 2021;216(5):1150-1165”  Figures and tables:  1. Figure 1 and 2 

may be merged. 
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Thanks authors for their satisfactory review. I have no further comments 

 


