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The present study is a retrospective analysis of 100 patients who with complaints related to foreign

body ingestions. They suggested that plain radiography is especially useful in localization of

radio-opaque foreign bodies, while fiberoptic methods can be used both as diagnostic and

therapeutic tools regardless of the radiopacity of the foreign body ingested.The study has some

interesting and referenced significant for clinical treatment of complaints related to foreign body

ingestions. Comments: Fig2 and Fig3 the foreign bodies is labeled with arrow tips.
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It would be better to structure the abstract in purpose, materials-methods, results, conclusion. It is

not clear enough how the foreign body was detected in the 7 patients who had neither x-ray nor

endoscopy.

In the discussion part it would be better if an algorithm concerning the diagnostic

approach in children comparing with adults could be given. The value of ultrasonography should

also be discussed specifically in paediatrics.
the numbers that have already been written in the results part.
the quality of the paper.

The authors should not repeat in the discussion part

More x-ray images would enhance

All references should be numbered in the order they appear in the text.
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This article is a retrospective analysis of 100 adult patients complaining foreign body ingestions.
Authors insist that radiography is especially useful for diagnosis of the localization of radio-opaque
foreign bodies, while endoscopy can be useful for treatment as well as diagnosis in any type of
foreign bodies. As a whole, this article is a well-designed scientific paper. Many articles regarding
foreign body ingestion have been published. From this point of view, this article seems to be lacking
originality. However, I believe this article should be helpful for the management of ingested foreign
bodies in adult. I confirmed the accuracy of the contents, and some minor revision is necessary for
publication. Please see the reviewer’s comments below, and respond to these comments in the
revised manuscript. Comment 1 Content of abstract is too complicated for readers. Authors should
structure the abstract in purpose, methods, results, and conclusion orders. =~ Comment 2 In figure 1,
foreign body was detected in 7 patients, who received neither x-ray nor endoscopic examination.
How could authors detect the foreign body in these cases? Describe the diagnostic process in greater
detail. =~ Comment 3 The discussion paragraph, authors repeat the results (number, percentage),
which have already been written in the result paragraph. Authors should delete these redundant data
from the discussion paragraph. Comment 4 There are no endoscopic pictures compared to x-ray
images. Some endoscopic images (with removal of foreign bodies) would make more impact on this

paper.




