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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.


	This manuscript presents a clinically relevant case report describing the successful treatment of chronic and treatment-resistant tinea cruris using Rhinacanthus nasutus root extract gel containing 0.2% rhinacanthin C. The importance of this case lies in providing evidence for a safe, herbal alternative therapy for antifungal-resistant dermatophyte infections, which are an increasing clinical challenge. The report contributes valuable data to the field of dermatology and pharmacognosy by demonstrating clinical efficacy, mycological clearance, and safety with one-year follow-up. It may encourage further clinical studies and randomized trials to validate the findings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and informative. It reflects both the intervention and outcome appropriately. No change required.
	

	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, the abstract is concise and well-structured, presenting the background, case description, treatment, and outcomes. It sufficiently conveys the findings. No additions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The case is documented with adequate clinical, mycological, and laboratory evidence. Tables and figures appropriately support the text.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, most references are recent (2021–2024), relevant, and adequate to support the claims. Some references are in Thai, which is acceptable considering the context of traditional medicine. Additional references on global antifungal resistance trends could further strengthen the discussion, but not mandatory.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, scholarly, and appropriate for publication. Minor improvements could be made by simplifying some long sentences, but overall, readability is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-prepared manuscript. The inclusion of ethical approval and informed consent is commendable. The long-term follow-up data (1 year) enhances its impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. The manuscript clearly states that the protocol was reviewed and approved by an Ethics Committee, and informed consent was obtained from the patient.
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