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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

It would have been better if you could put the 
picture of removed FB(foreign body). 
Please describe about FB in more detail 
 (wire or wireless) 
Was there esophageal atresia or not? 
 
Conclusion: re write it...role of flexible UGI 
endoscopy in longstanding dysphagia...as it can be 
diagnostic as well as therapeutic  

We stated under the case report section of the 
article that the foreign body has not been 
removed because of financial constraints. 
 
 
The role of flexible UGI endoscopy has been 
rewritten  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Abstract section: esophageal vs esophagus for 20 yrs? 
 
Incidentally vs accidentally 
 
47.disrupted vs hampered/interfered 
 
49 & 50: rephrase 
 
51: melena vs melena stool 
52: rephrase 
59.non physician dental =? dental hygienist 
69-70:rephrase 
100.remove brackets and rephrase the sentence 
appropriately 

‘Esophageal’ has been changed to ‘esophagus’
The event happened 20 years before 
diagnoses as we stated.  
 
‘Accidental’ accepted  
 
‘Interfered’ accepted 
 
 
 
All the corrections have been made 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 


