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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 provides a valuable addition to the scarce literature on orbital metastases from esophageal adenocarcinoma, a presentation occurring in only 1-7% of orbital tumors. By demonstrating that orbital symptoms can precede diagnosis of the primary malignancy, it emphasizes the critical importance of maintaining a high index of suspicion for atypical metastatic patterns in patients with unexplained unilateral exophthalmia. The manuscript serves as an important clinical reminder for ophthalmologists, oncologists, and general physicians that digestive tract cancers should be considered in the differential diagnosis of orbital masses, particularly when accompanied by systemic symptoms like dysphagia or weight loss. Furthermore, it underscores the poor prognostic implications of such presentations, highlighting the need for prompt multidisciplinary management and palliative care considerations.
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	1. The manuscript states histopathology confirmed esophageal origin but provides absolutely no IHC data. This is essential evidence for a rare metastasis and represents a major methodological flaw that undermines the case's validity.
2. Patient outcomes should be provided which is completely absent follow-up data like survival duration, treatment response, or disease progression. Outcome data is crucial and its omission severely limits the manuscript's scientific value.
3.Conclusions appear twice with different wording. The timeline is unclear whether orbital symptoms preceded or followed dysphagia. Figure numbering is inconsistent (text jumps from Figure 1 to 3, making Figure 2's placement ambiguous).
4. A table summarizing all reported esophageal carcinoma orbital metastases (histology, presentation, treatment, survival) would provide substantial value for such a rare entity. The review also fails to distinguish between squamous cell carcinoma and adenocarcinoma, which have different epidemiology and behavior.
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