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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This manuscript presents a comparative study between endoscopic septoplasty and conventional septoplasty in patients with deviated nasal septum. The study provides useful clinical data regarding symptom relief, improvement in nasal airflow, and complications associated with both techniques. The findings are helpful for clinicians in selecting appropriate surgical approaches for DNS management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate.
	

	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.


	The abstract is clear and summarizes the study well. Minor addition of methodological details could further improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and the conclusions are supported by the presented data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are appropriate and relevant, though a few recent studies could further strengthen the manuscript.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language is understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study is well structured and provides useful clinical findings.

Recommendation:

Minor Revision 

1. The methodology section should briefly mention the statistical analysis method used (such as chi-square test and p-value significance).

2. Inclusion of a few recent references may further strengthen the discussion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues identified.
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