
Answering Reviewers 

The references for the introduction and the paragraph about diabetes are 

missing. Please ensure that all claims and statements are appropriately 

supported with references to enhance the credibility of the manuscript.  

Response: We have added references 1-5. Thank you! 

The connection between EUS and b-cell function needs to be clarified. If EUS is 

not directly related to b-cell function, its mention in the manuscript requires 

further explanation, especially in the context of connecting imaging modalities 

to b-cell function.  

Response: We have added details about the relationship between EUS and 

beta-cell function in the first paragraph of page 3.  

The statement "In autoimmune pancreatitis, reductions in both C-peptide 

response (beta-cell response) and glucagon (alpha-cell response) were found" 

needs elaboration. Please provide a more detailed explanation to enhance the 

understanding of this point.  

Response: We have added the details about this point. Please see in the first 

paragraph of page 3. 

The mechanism through which ERCP could diagnose focal gland enlargement 

needs to be clearly outlined  

Response: The focal gland enlargement was observed using MRCP in this 

study. We have corrected this mistake. Please see the last line on page 3. Thank 

you very much! 

What are the different types of pancreatic steatosis? if there are any then they 

should be clearly defined. Furthermore, if "fatty pancreas" is one cause of 

pancreatic steatosis, please provide a comprehensive list of the various causes.  

Response: I’m sorry that our description is incorrect. The “fatty pancreas” is a 

synonym of pancreatic steatosis, the other synonyms include pancreatic 

lipomatosis, non-alcoholic fatty pancreatic disease, lipomatous 

pseudohypertrophy, fatty replacement, and fatty infiltration (Arq 
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27.). We have changed the description in the first paragraph in “Fatty pancreas” 

section. Thank you! 

The duplicated sentence about imaging tests in DM, in the paragraph 

discussing pancreatic cancer should be revised for clarity and coherence.  

Response: We have rewritten this sentence. Please see the “Pancreatic cancer” 

section. 

The conclusion needs to be more detailed to effectively summarize the key 

findings and insights presented in the article. Consider providing a 

comprehensive overview that encapsulates the significance of the study and its 

potential implications for future research and clinical practice.  

Response: We have improved the conclusions. 

The manuscript would benefit from a thorough language review to enhance 

the overall clarity and coherence of the text. Please consider revising and 

refining the language to improve the readability and quality of the manuscript.  

Response: We have improved the language with a professional English 

language editing company. Thank you! 

 

The authors revised the manuscript as per the previous comments 

Response: Thanks for your comments. 


