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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Provide more references that sustain the fact The olfactory tract is underdeveloped 
Provide more references regarding injury, age, concomitant diseases, Drug induced, 
Olfactory bulb volume, Intranasal trigeminal nerve, Emotional/pyscological, Steroids, Only 
one reference is not enough to sustain what you present.  
Renumber: after 4. Age, follows 6. Concomitant disease – is there something missing or is 
just a mistake regarding the numbering.  
From my point of view, WEBMD is not considered a proper reference for an international 
paper, indexed in clarivate analytics. Please reconsider.  
  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. On the manuscript, there are glued words, that needs proper spacing (ex: entirelack, 
betransient, ofhypersensitive,criticalsituations, motiveeverlastinglack – this being only the 
first few founded in the abstract), there are many more like this.  
Please define the abbreviations - what does OB mean?   
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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