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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The paper reported the diagnosis and treatment process of an ITPN patient. After

comprehensive treatment for pancreatic cancer, the patient is currently in a stable
disease state and has achieved a relatively good treatment outcome. The case presented
in the article has a certain degree of typicality and provides some reference value for
clinical work. The clinical data collection is comprehensive, and the diagnostic and
treatment process is standardized. Here are two suggestions for the author to consider
and revise before publication. First, ITPN should be distinguished from other pancreatic
tumors such as IPMN. It is suggested that the author include discussions on
differentiating these two conditions in terms of imaging or laboratory tests, for example.

Second,it is recommended to add rulers to the imaging images.
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