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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 report is highly important to the surgical and radiological community because it details an exceptionally rare presentation of an abdominal mass in an adult. The diagnosis of an isolated enteric duplication cyst (IDEC) is unusual in this age group, as these cysts are typically encountered in the pediatric population. Furthermore, the manuscript specifically highlights the crucial distinction of the isolated variant—having its own blood supply and no luminal communication—which dictates a less invasive surgical approach, namely en-bloc excision without adjacent bowel resection. This distinction in anatomical variant, anatomical location (paracaecal region), and age of presentation (late 20s) offers valuable data to help refine current diagnostic and treatment algorithms for abdominal masses in adults.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Unexpected cause of abdominal mass in an adult: Isolated enteric duplication cyst" is highly suitable. It is descriptive, accurately highlights the rarity (unexpected cause in an adult), and specifies the final diagnosis, which aligns well with the format of a compelling case report
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive but could be strengthened by explicitly mentioning the rarity of the specific anatomical variant (Isolated Enteric Duplication Cyst) within the adult population
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically and technically correct based on the provided content.

The clinical presentation, investigation (CECT findings), differential diagnoses (mesenteric cyst, ovarian cyst, typical EDC), surgical findings, and histopathological diagnosis are consistent with the established literature for this rare entity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 The current references adequately cover the definition, rarity, varied presentation, diagnosis, and management of enteric duplication cysts.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors are commended for accurately diagnosing and managing this extremely rare condition in an adult patient
The manuscript is scientifically sound and highly relevant. It requires only minor revisions, primarily to enhance the abstract's comprehensiveness, as suggested in the previous assessment, to explicitly highlight the extreme rarity of the isolated subtype and its unique surgical management.
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