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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
First of all, I would like to thank the authors for sharing their case and redrawing our

attention to high-grade pancreatic intraepithelial neoplasia (PanIN). However, I have

some questions. 1. EUS-FNA is the preferred method for obtaining cytology in

pancreatic solid or cystic tumors in plenty of guidelines (e.g., European Study Group on

Cystic Tumours of the Pancreas. European evidence-based guidelines on pancreatic

cystic neoplasms. Gut. 2018 May;67(5):789-804), especially when the patients in the

current case report developed enlarged cysts during follow-up. Moreover, the ERP

cytology approach adopted by the authors may have a devastating effect on duodenal

papillary sphincter function, which is not recommended for diagnostic purposes of such

pancreatic lesions. 2. Regrettably, the present case does not show any significant

difference from previous PanIN cases in terms of the characteristics of the lesion itself

and the way of diagnosis or treatment, and it lacks the novelty it should have. 3. In the

discussion of this manuscript, the authors did not mention any significant role of EUS or

EUS-FNA/FNB in diagnosing suspected pancreatic lesions with pancreatic cysts, which

may mislead readers in the relevant field and does not conform to the recommendations
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of current guidelines. 4. There are some defects in Figure 2, including that the Color

Doppler function has not been displayed in the EUS figure, follow-up EUS images of

enlarged cysts are missing, and EUS did not show the connection between pancreatic

cysts and main or branch pancreatic ducts, which was disappointingly unqualified.

Although it may disappoint the authors, it is hoped that the above comments will be

helpful to the authors' follow-up research.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Thanks for the author's reply and revision. However, please note that many English

expressions in the current manuscript still need to be polished. Agree to publish the

manuscript after the above modification.
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