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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This case contributes important evidence supporting minimally invasive exploration in ambiguous intra-abdominal cystic lesions. The report also emphasizes the need to consider atypical pseudocysts even in the absence of classic risk factors, helping the scientific community refine differential diagnoses and management strategies. Continued documentation of such atypical cases enriches the global understanding of pancreatic pathology and guides more accurate, timely interventions.
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“Infected Pancreatic Pseudocyst Mimicking a Mesenteric Mass: A Diagnostic Challenge Resolved by Laparoscopy” 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	  Symptom duration and nature

  Important negative history (no pancreatitis, trauma, or alcohol use)

  Key imaging finding (lobulated infracolic mass adherent to pancreas/mesocolon) 
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes 2024 citations, which is excellent. However, adding 1–2 additional references could strengthen claims regarding (a) pseudocysts occurring without pancreatitis and (b) the diagnostic value of laparoscopy in ambiguous abdominal masses. Suggested references include Nair et al. (2021, BMJ Case Reports) for atypical pseudocyst presentation and Negoi et al. (2020, Surg Endosc) for the role of laparoscopy.
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