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	Reviewer’s comment

	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 introduces a cultural perspective on a clinical scenario that may reasonably occur in practice. The extraction procedure described appears largely consistent with established recommendations for the management of esophageal food impaction. However, the specific characteristics of the impacted material being relatively chewy and more difficult to grasp, may pose additional technical challenges during retrieval.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is.
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive enough to get the main point of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it adheres to the guideline.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the references are not entirely recent, they appear sufficient to support the manuscript’s main arguments. However, it should be noted that the reference list contains inconsistencies in citation formatting. The authors are advised to revise the manuscript to ensure the use of a single, standardized citation style throughout (e.g., Vancouver or Harvard), in accordance with the journal’s guidelines.
	

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


	It is understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Clarifying these procedural nuances and emphasizing any modifications undertaken to address such difficulties would further strengthen the clinical relevance of the report.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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