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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.


	By documenting a fatal case of rhino-orbital mucormycosis in an uncontrolled diabetic patient, it reinforces the critical importance of early recognition, rapid intervention, and appropriate antifungal therapy—areas where delays are strongly linked to mortality. The report also underscores the aggressive nature of mucormycosis and illustrates how subtle initial symptoms can progress to extensive tissue destruction, emphasizing the need for heightened vigilance among healthcare providers. Such case presentations help improve clinical awareness, guide differential diagnosis, and ultimately support more timely and effective management of this life-threatening condition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Accurately reflects the subject of the article and clearly signals that it is a case report.

However, the title can be more concise, specific, and aligned with current publishing standards like “Rapidly Progressive Rhino-Orbital Mucormycosis in a Diabetic Patient: A Fatal Outcome”
	

	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 opening sentence identifies mucormycosis but would benefit from a brief note on its clinical importance—such as its high fatality rate and rapid tissue destruction—to better emphasize the severity of the condition. Although the abstract refers to the need for prompt treatment, it does not indicate that management typically involves both aggressive surgical debridement and antifungal therapy; mentioning this briefly would provide clearer context. The concluding statement focuses on early diagnosis, but it could be strengthened by connecting it to the purpose of the article, for instance by indicating whether the paper reports a case, reviews existing evidence, or offers new observations on rhinomaxillary mucormycosis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Need some correction_

1. Voriconazole is not active against Mucorals and is contraindicated in mucormycosis because it may worsen outcomes by suppressing competing fungi.Therefore, stating “treatment with voriconazole” as part of mucormycosis management is scientifically incorrect and should be corrected in both case description and discussion.
2. The term “Zygomycetes” is outdated; the phylum was revised.
Current terminology: Mucorales (order) under subphylum Mucoromycotina.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The majority of your references are older than 15–25 years, with many from the 1990s and early 2000s.At least 5–8 modern high-quality references should be added as changes in diagnostic technique, treatment plan, updated taxonomy, modern updated guideline, newer treatment option, post covid epidemiological shift.


	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates generally understandable English, and the scientific ideas are conveyed clearly enough to follow the clinical case. However, the language does not yet meet the standards required for scholarly publication. Like-

1. “It’s about a 70-year-old man…” → informal and unsuitable for academic writing.

2. “3-month developing left facial and orbital swelling” → incorrect phrasing.

3. “Kept extending to the adjacent tissues” → should be restructured.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The article requires moderate to substantial language editing before it can meet scholarly standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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