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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	Overall I appreciate the efforts taken by the authors in writing this manuscript. But there are a few suggestions that I would like to make:

1) In case 1- it has been mentioned that pus along with polyp was found in middle meatus, but no mention has been made of its culture and sensitivity of the pus. This is important in present day medical practice where in Evidence Based Medicine (EBM) is practiced. 

Also the precise duration of medical line of treatment should have been mentioned.

2) In case 2- Though the case has a finding of total significant opacification of right maxillary sinus, surprisingly no mention has been made of the diagnostic nasal endoscopy findings.

Also, it is clearly mentioned that the patient is female, but yet there is a small grammatical mistake where in the reference being made is his physical examination.

Barring the above mentioned points, which needs corrections and clearification. I find this manuscript satisfactory.
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