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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 provides a critical documentation of cow skin (kpomo) as a culturally specific and underrecognized cause of high-grade esophageal obstruction, addressing a notable gap in the global literature on food bolus impaction. By detailing the unique challenges posed by its dense, collagen-rich texture, including the failure of standard basket retrieval, the report offers practical endoscopic guidance for clinicians in regions where such dietary practices are common.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It is accurate, descriptive, and follows the standard format for a case report. But the following may be a suitable alternative:
"Esophageal Impaction from Ingested Cow Skin (Kpomo) in an Adolescent: A Case Report Highlighting a Cultural Dietary Risk Factor"
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and does a good job of summarizing the key elements of the case.
Please add “suggesting complete esophageal obstruction which is a red flag sign” after “failed attempt at nasogastric tube insertion”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The clinical reasoning, diagnostic approach, endoscopic management, and post-procedure care are all consistent with current medical guidelines.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on my review, the references are adequate but could be strengthened by adding more recent publications.
	

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


	Yes, I think the language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript does not require major restructuring or additional data collection. The scientific foundation is solid, and the core message is valuable.
May be accepted with minor revision
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there is no major violation of ethical issues in this manuscript.
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