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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 case report provides a valuable contribution by documenting the successful management of a rare, giant Zenker's Diverticulum (ZD) with intrathoracic extension using an open surgical approach. While endoscopic techniques are increasingly favored, this case clearly underscores the vital role and efficacy of the traditional open approach in complex anatomical scenarios. It serves as an important reference for surgeons and gastroenterologists in making therapeutic decisions for challenging and unusually large ZD cases, reaffirming the place of open surgery in the modern therapeutic arsenal.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is highly suitable and accurately reflects the content of the 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. For enhancement, it is recommended to add a final sentence emphasizing the key clinical significance or take-home message. For example: "This case reaffirms that open surgery remains a vital and effective option for managing giant diverticula where endoscopic approaches may be suboptimal."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust and correct. The diagnosis, indication for surgical intervention, procedural description, and outcomes are reported accurately and are well-supported by appropriate evidence (imaging, intraoperative findings, histopathology).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent, covering current literature and evolving techniques like Z-POEM. To further strengthen the argument for the efficacy of open surgery in large cases, 1-2 additional references specifically discussing long-term outcomes of the open approach could be considered.
	

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


	The English quality is generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. However, final proofreading is recommended to correct minor typographical errors and ensure tense consistency (e.g., "Uneventful" should not be capitalized).
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is of high quality. Other minor suggestions for improvement:
1. Figures: Ensure all figures are high-resolution and have standalone captions that fully describe the significance of what is shown. Remove all auto-generated text on images stating "AI-generated".
2. Discussion: Consider mentioning the use of a standardized dysphagia scale (if used) to quantify outcomes more objectively.

This is a well-written case report on a rare clinical entity. The manuscript is scientifically sound, methodologically clear, and has significant educational value. The required revisions are minor and primarily concern presentational enhancements, such as strengthening the abstract's impact, thorough proofreading, and optimizing figure presentation. With these revisions, the manuscript will be suitable for publication in the Asian Journal of Case Reports in Surgery.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No. Written informed consent for publication was obtained from the patient, and this is clearly stated in the manuscript.
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