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This case report describes a rare case of heterochronous onset of IPMN and IPNB in a
same patient, with a time difference of 4.5 years between the diagnoses. The case report
highlights the importance of active surgery and long-term postoperative follow-up for
IPMN and IPNB. The authors stress the need for accurate diagnosis and differentiation
of these two conditions to avoid misdiagnosis and inappropriate treatment. Overall,
this case report provides valuable insights into the diagnosis and management of IPMN
and IPNB, and underscores the importance of close surveillance and follow-up for
patients with these conditions. However, the information provided in this case report is
insufficient. The case report provides the pathologies only for the IPMN. A comparison
between the IPNB and the IPMN is mandatory to distinguish de novo IPMN from the
recurrence of IPNB (intraductal dissemination of the IPNB into the intrapancreatic bile
duct). Ideally, a genetic analysis should be performed to distinguish the two conditions.
What was the pathological evaluation of the stump during IPNB resection? If the stump

was positive, there is a possibility of residual recurrence.




