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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
The authors described an interesting case report of a large esophageal schwannoma 

which was successfully removed by STER and reviewed the literature. I have the 

following comments: 1. The last sentence in the introduction "The patient's dysphagia 

disappeared after the procedure." should be removed. 2. Case presentation  a. minor 

dysphagia should be replaced with mild dysphagia. b. There is no personal and family 

history as per the journal style. c. I think here, you depend on the histopathological 

evaluation in reaching the diagnosis, therefore, you can put the final diagnosis after 

treatment of the case. 3. No tables 1-4. 4. Figure 1: each panel (A-D) needs to be described. 

Besides, the numbering of the panels should be A-D not as you described (A1-D1), do 

the same thing for other figures. 5. Figure 3: there is no figure legend.  6. If the figure is 

‘original’, the author needs to add the following copyright information to the bottom 

right-hand side of the figure in PowerPoint (PPT): Copyright ©The Author(s) 2022. 7. 

Discussion: a. This sentence "A literature search in the PubMed database identified 40 

studies published between 2011 and October 2022," needs to put the references of these 

cases. 8. References  a. The references in the text should follow the journal style. b. I 

mentioned in the main manuscript file, some sentences need references. 9. The 

conclusion should be rewritten from the evidence of the case rather than from the 

literature. 10. Other minor notes need to be revised according to the track changes in the 

main manuscript file. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
Dear Author; Congratulations and thanks for submitting the above-mentioned 

interesting article (case report) for publication to the World Journal of Clinical Cases. I 

appreciate you and hope your case to be published. Comments: 1. The case is interested.  

2. As in the introduction heading, the case is described based on the international 

literature to some extent, but you added your own patient description as well which is 

better to move that section to the discussion heading.  3. The keywords are too long, 

you are better to make them shorter and concise.  4. You provided only 10 references 

and cited them, but put around 37 references, please synchronize your citations in 

accordance with your provided references.  5. Remove the sentence of patient consent 

from the treatment heading, as you brought it under the consent heading as well.  6. 

The case needs minor language polishing. I hope your case to be published.   Regards, 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
Dear authors, Thank you so much for revising your manuscript. I have only a few minor 

points need to be revised as they appear in the main manuscript file.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
Dear Author; Congratulations and thanks for submitting the above-mentioned 

interesting article (Caser report) for publication to the World Journal of clinical cases. I 

appreciate you and hope your case to be published. Comments: 1. The case is interested 

and well written. 2. The author describes that first report of STER for successful removal 

of an esophageal schwannoma >30 mm. (has you referred to the lasted published 

articles?), if this is the case, you can revise the manuscript accordingly to make your 

study more readable.   3. References are not given as written under the its heading 

(from 11 to 19, from 20 to 32 and the 37) are missing and not cited. 4. Some important 

parts in the discussion are mentioned, but not cited.   5. Figures and tables are missing.  

6. The manuscript needs minor linguistic and grammatical polishing. 
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