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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is a good work. Abstract: The first line, contrast-enhanced ultrasound  (CEUS).
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is an interesting paper with a fairly large number of patients. Minor comment: List of 10 

enhanced patterns: make a table with the literature references of the patterns. Major comments: The 

methods are unsatisfying. There is a missing link between the 9 variables of Figure 3 (an over-fitted 

model!) and the 6 combinations of enhanced patterns (COEP). It should be clarified how the COEP 

were selected. The discussion suggests that the selection was empirical. The evaluation of the 6 COEP 

in separate models is confusing. It is unclear how the sensitivity-specificities of the COEP were 

computed: if these were computed in a subset of patients, then the conclusion do not apply to the 

study population; if these were computed on the whole study population, then the AUC should be 

compared with Figure 3's AUC. Assuming the COEP sensitivity-specificities were correctly computed, 

they do not appear to improve prediction of malignancy, the conclusion regarding the predictive 

value of the COEP should be mitigated.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Comments:  The authors evaluated the diagnostic usefulness of several predictive models of 

contrast-enhanced ultrasound (CEUS) for breast tumors. The authors claimed that CEUS models can 

predict malignant lesions more accurately and decrease false-positive biopsy. After reviewing the 

manuscript, I have concluded that World Journal of Radiology-22980 has high priority for publication 

in this journal, because this paper can offer new information or significant findings that enhance our 

knowledge of clinical aspects of breast diseases. For this reason, this paper can be acceptable for 

publication.  That is all. 
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