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The case report and related literature review are interesting. The condition described is
very rare and deserves this clinical recap. I have a few minor remarks 1) Introduction 3rd

line: please amend "...operation is regarded..." 6th line: '

'...metastases are irregular"; I
think you mean they are rare? 2) Further diagnostic workup Firstly, this is the most
important part of the diagnostic work up, thus I would not call it "Further Second, it is
not clear that both masses were biopsied and if the biopsy was done percutaneously and
ultrasound-guided in both cases, Please explain the biopsy techniques and needles used.
3) Discussion Please emphasize that the prognosis of this condition is very poor (3.5
month survival in the present case) and that surgery should be contemplated only after
multidisciplinary discussion. On the other hand, chemotherapy may represent a better
option Please emphasize the role of endoscopic ultrasound in diagnosing pancreatic
neoplasms Please write "32nd" instead of "thirty-two" 4) Conclusion I would say
"strongly recommended" instead of "heavily" 5) The following references should be
added -Fusaroli, P., D'Ercole, M.C., De Giorgio, R., Serrani, M., Caletti, G. Contrast
harmonic endoscopic ultrasonography in the characterization of pancreatic metastases
(With Video) Pancreas, 2014;43:584-587. -Moris, M., Raimondo, M., Woodward, T.A.,
Skinner, V.J., Arcidiacono, P.G., Petrone, M.C., De Angelis, C., Manfre, S., Carrara, S.,
Jovani, M., Fusaroli, P., Wallace, M.B. International intraductal papillary mucinous
neoplasms registry: Long-term results based on the new guidelines. Pancreas
2017;46:306-310 -Fusaroli, P., Kypraios, D., Eloubeidi, M.A., Caletti, G. Levels of evidence
in endoscopic ultrasonography: A systematic review. Digestive Diseases and Sciences,

2012;57:602-609.
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