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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.


	The common cold remains one of the most prevalent infectious diseases worldwide, significantly affecting public health and productivity. A comprehensive review integrating epidemiology, pathophysiology, clinical features, and management strategies is valuable for clinicians and healthcare professionals. This manuscript provides a consolidated overview of current evidence on treatment and prevention. With refinement, it can serve as a useful academic and clinical reference resource.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 provides a general overview of the topic; however, it requires revision for clarity, structure, and scientific precision. The language should be refined to correct grammatical errors and improve academic tone. It is recommended to briefly include prevention strategies and clarify statements regarding the lack of specific antiviral therapy. Redundant wording should be removed, and the keywords should be standardized and formatted appropriately.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents generally accurate scientific information regarding the epidemiology, etiology, clinical features, and management of the common cold. However, several areas require clarification and refinement to ensure scientific precision. Some statements need stronger evidence support, references should be carefully matched with corresponding content, and duplication of citations must be corrected. Overall, while the core scientific concepts are acceptable, the manuscript requires substantial revision to improve accuracy, consistency, and academic rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include some recent studies. However, duplication and citation inconsistencies need correction. The authors should revise formatting and ensure proper alignment between references and statements. Adding recent systematic reviews or updated clinical guidelines would further strengthen the manuscript.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	No. The manuscript contains multiple grammatical and typographical errors and requires thorough professional language editing before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant topic but requires substantial revision in language, formatting, and structural organization. Tables should be standardized and clearly formatted, and citation inconsistencies must be corrected. The authors are encouraged to improve the scientific flow, avoid repetition, and strengthen the conclusion with clearer take-home messages.
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