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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

From 2011 to 2019, four clinical studies on MDCT tissue texture features were retrieved
from PubMed, involving osteoporosis, liver fibrosis, gastric cancer and renal solid
lesions. In this paper, The authors describe the MDCT features of central giant cell
granuloma (CGCG) and ameloblastoma, and qualitatively compare the enhancement
differences between the two lesions by histogram analysis. Some CT findings were
found to be of clinical practical value in the differential diagnosis of the two diseases.
The manuscript needs some revision. It may be more appropriate to adjust the part
about tumor size in Table 2 (expression about the histogram parameters comparing the
extent of enhancement seen in the soft tissue component of ameloblastomas and Central
Giant Cell Granulomas) to table 1. Why two 95% confidence intervals appear in Table 37
The position of volume in Table 3 confused me. Regarding the AUC analysis, whether
the ROC curve of the parameters with distinguishing value could be provided? which
is more intuitive to evaluate the parameters with differential diagnostic value and the
corresponding threshold. MR is not involved in the research content of the paper. Is
table 4 deleted? Whether the the red text in the results can be integrated into the

relevant content in the discussion.
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1. There are many cystic and solid lesions in the mandible, such as fibrous dysplasia.
Why do you choose to differentiate between central giant cell granuloma and
ameloblastoma? Please introduce the difficulties of differential diagnosis between them
in the preface and look for literature support. 2. Please modify the chart according to

the relevant format of the publishing group.




