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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Name of Journal: World Journal of Radiology Manuscript Type: EDITORIAL Artificial

Intelligence (AI) in Dentomaxillofacial Radiology 1.Title. The title reflects the main

subject of the manuscript. Taking into account the fact that these days technologies

related to artificial intelligence demonstrate usefulness in the medical area this topic

sounds actual. 2 Abstract. The abstract gives a description of work that was described

in the manuscript. 3 Key words. Key words are selected appropriately. 4 Background.

Introduction fully describes the present status and significance of the study. 5 Methods.

Not applicable. 6 Results/ 7 Discussion. . This editorial article contains several pieces

of information about the usefulness of applying AI technologies in dentomaxillofacial

Radiology and was written in a descriptive manner. Also, the authors demonstrated

their own point of view regarding the huge value of AI-based on scientific arguments,

however, during the reading of this manuscript, it is a bit difficult to catch the main idea

of the manuscript due to the absence of structural division of the manuscript text. I think

it will be more appropriate to understand the main idea if authors divide the text of the

manuscript into several sections with subheadings depending on the sphere of

dentomaxillofacial radiology, where AI methods and technologies are used. In addition,

due to the fact that authors indicated information regarding some drawbacks and

limitations of AI technologies ( for example, YOLO), which still require strict control and

rechecking by physicians I suggest include additional information ( examples from

previous investigations) regarding some imperfections of AI technologies. 8

Illustrations and tables. Not applicable. 9 Biostatistics. Not applicable. 10 Units. Not

applicable. 11 References. Authors tried to use and cite latest references, however

they didn’t give full critical evaluation of the selected sources of literature. 12 Quality



3

of manuscript organization and presentation. The text flow easy to read and

understandable. 13 Research methods and reporting. Not applicable. 14 Ethics

statements. Not applicable.
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