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	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 manuscript contributes valuable clinical insight into the rare but high-risk scenario of toothbrush ingestion, an uncommon foreign body that frequently requires surgical intervention. By detailing the diagnostic pathway, endoscopic challenges, and operative management, the case enriches current understanding of decision-making in complex upper gastrointestinal foreign body cases. Such reports help clinicians recognize early warning signs, avoid delays in treatment, and refine protocols for safe and effective extraction. The manuscript therefore adds to the limited literature from resource-constrained settings, supporting improved global clinical practice and patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes Its Suitable
	

	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 clear but not fully comprehensive. You may add brief details on the patient’s presenting symptoms, key diagnostic findings, and the specific reason surgery was required after failed endoscopy. Including one sentence on the postoperative outcome and the main clinical learning point would strengthen it. You can remove minor non-clinical details to keep the abstract focused and concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct, as it accurately presents the clinical presentation, diagnostic process, endoscopic findings, and surgical management of an ingested foreign body. The case is consistent with known guidelines and literature on the management of elongated objects such as toothbrushes, which often require surgical removal when endoscopic extraction fails.

However, minor improvements in clarity, structure, and referencing would enhance scientific rigor, but the clinical content itself is correct and aligns with current medical understanding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but limited and not sufficiently recent. Adding updated ASGE/ESGE guidelines and recent case reports on toothbrush ingestion would improve the scientific strength and currency of the manuscript.
	

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


	The English is understandable and suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a clinically relevant and well-documented case; however, it requires improvements in language clarity, structural coherence, and reference updating to meet publication standards. The abstract should be made more comprehensive, and minor revisions are needed in the discussion and formatting. Once these revisions are addressed, the manuscript will be suitable for further editorial consideration.
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