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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Overall, a reasonably well described case report.  I suggest that the authors address the 

following comments: 1. State the dose of fluconazole the patient received over the first 6 

weeks (intravenously for one week, then orally for the remainder of the duration). The 

authors correctly state in the Discussion section that patients with cryptococcal disease 

typically require high-dose fluconazole treatment, but they do not indicate whether this 

was done in this case or not. If not, this could be a reason for a lack of response to 

fluconazole and should be mentioned. 2. Clarify whether lung tissue was sent for culture 

or not. If so, what was the results? If a cryptococcal organism was isolated, was 

susceptibility testing done or not?  If the latter was done, what was the result? 3. In the 

Introduction, the authors mention that “Cryptococcosis is a form of opportunistic 

invasive mycosis that is driven by infection with the Cryptococcus neoformans”. There 

are two species commonly known to cause human disease, Cryptococcus neoformans 

and Cryptococcus gattii. C. neoformans causes disease in both immunocompromised 

and immunocompetent hosts, while C.  gattii is regarded as a pathogen of 

immunocompetent persons. This is stated later in the Discussion section, but it would be 

helpful to briefly mention the two species in the Introduction, especially in a 

non-immunocompromised host. 4. The manuscript could benefit from better editing. 

Examples: a. Change “Cryptococci” to “cryptococci” b. Change “infections… but it” 

to ”infections… but they” c. Change “Gattii” to “gattii” d. Change “sights of wheezing” 

to “signs of wheezing” Etc. 
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