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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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 study was an interesting case and will contribute to the knowledge of oesophageal malignancy. However, the manuscript still lacks in details of the case presented and the result of examination, specifically the histopathology as the gold standard for diagnosis any suspected malignancy. Important key points in diagnostic finding should be mentioned for the comprehensiveness of this case report.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. 

The title is appropiate and refers quite directly to the core problem.
	

	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 should explicitly state the rarity of the tumor and briefly summarize the diagnostic challenges. So, please explicitly emphasize the rarity of MEC in the esophagus and highlight the diagnostic challenges encountered in this case. Then, conclude with a clear clinical implication such as the importance of histopathological differentiation from SCC.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes but there are some missing data that could contribute to the completeness of this case.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	The authors can improve readability by enhancing the flow of the content and correct minor grammar and typographical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I think overall it was a rare case report but the data should be presented in decent systematic and coherent arrangement.
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