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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Authors reported a rare and interesting case of unicentric castleman disease. Spcifically, 

a 44-year-old female patient with a pancreatic mass and a non-conclusive imaging 

diagnosis is presented. So, the patient underwent surgery and the final pathological and 

immunohistochemical results showed that the mass was castleman disease. This case 

highlights when lymphadenopathy is encountered clinically, the disease should be 

thought of and a biopsy should be performed. It is especially important to rule out 

diseases with known causes first.  STATUS: ACCETTABLE FOR PUBBLICATION 

PENDING MINOR REVISIONS  General considerations:  This is a CASE REPORT 

article. The work is interesting, the paper is very well-written, and there are not many 

similar cases described in the literature about this topic.  Abstract: the abstract 

appropriately summarize the manuscript without discrepancies between the abstract 

and the remainder of the manuscript.   Keywords: adequate.   Reference: adequate. 

Please, make the required additions.  Paper On some aspects, the authors should 

address:  1)In the description of the case as well as in the corresponding figure legend, 

you write about the MRI findings: "The former revealed a mixed density nodule". This 

structural heterogeneity of which you speak of is not particularly evident, indeed it 

seems the opposite. Please clarify.  2)In the imaging examinations paragraph, you write: 

“They all came to the conclusion that the abnormal enhancement of the upper part of the 

pancreatic body is a solid pseudopapillary tumor or a neuroendocrine tumor”. Please, 

provide a few more differential elements that allow to rule out the pancreatic 

adenocarcinoma.  3)In differential diagnosis, it would be interesting to discuss the 

possibility of other rarer histotypes tumors, such as NETs. Furthermore, the possibility 
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of synchronous tumors in the context of multiple primary malignancies (MPMs) could 

also be discussed. I recommend this article, which you need to discuss and cite:  

-Maurea S, Corvino A, Imbriaco M, Avitabile G, Mainenti P, Camera L, Galizia G, 

Salvatore M. Simultaneous non-functioning neuroendocrine carcinoma of the pancreas 

and extra-hepatic cholangiocarcinoma. A case of early diagnosis and favorable 

post-surgical outcome. JOP. 2011 May 6;12(3):255-8. PMID: 21546703.  4)A linguistic 

revision by a native speaker is recommended.  Figures: good.  Please, adjust the figure 

legend of the MR image as suggested. 
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