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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.


	Sphenoid polyps are a rare condition affecting the sphenoid sinus. They can be differentiated from antrochoanal polyps by endoscopic examination, computed tomography (CT) and/or magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) of the nose and sinuses. Their aetiology is uncertain. 

Most cases have been reported in young adults. Due to their relatively deep location, they are diagnosed late with varied and sometimes non-specific symptoms. 

The rarity of isolated sphenoid sinus lesions and their significant anatomical features require investigation of the underlying pathology, particularly malignancy, origin and extent of the mass before surgical removal.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest changing the title to: "I suggest changing the title to: "The sphenochoanal polyp: a rare entity: Case presentation”.
	

	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, it is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is. 
At the end of the Introduction, you should state the objective of the article.

The figures are excellent.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, but they are not recent.
I suggest, if possible, that the references be updated and that 50% of them be from the last five years.

I propose modifying the references by removing the last part highlighted in red. For example: 1. Tosun F, Yetiser S, Akcam T, Ozkaptan Y. Sphenochoanal polyp: endoscopic surgery. Int J Pediatr Otorhinolaryngol. 2001;58(1):87–90. [PubMed] [Google Scholar] 
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	Yes, it is.
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	The figures are excellent.
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