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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is an interesting case report dealing with an unusual coexistence of two different 

pancreatic tumors. The authors should be congratulated for their approach to diagnosis 

using novel technologies. It would be useful to state also in the abstract that the patient 
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eventually underwent pylorus-preserving pancreaticoduodenectomy. In addition, the 

authors should state whether this is the first reported case or there have been others. In 

case of similar previous reports, a comparison should be made in the discussion section 

of the manuscript. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The Case Report presented is interesting, well-written, easily readable and correctly 

prepared in accordance to the CARE checklist.  Both the Abstract and Core Tip sections 

effectively summarize the paper content. Introduction is fairly short and informative. 
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Case Report is precisely presented and described. The Discussion section appears a bit 

too long but contains valuable information. A reasonable amount of appropriate 

References is included.  Images are clear and illustrative of the paper content. 
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