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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

The treatment is not also properly discussed in the 

text. 

I wonder that patient got no antifungal treatment 

although it was found by pleural punction. 

 

 

The laboratory scientist reported that 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Few grammar mistakes. 

No lung biopsy with microscopy was presented in the 

case. 

No immunoferment analysis against TB was not  also 

present (?) 

 

 

 

The Basic policy in terms of diagnosis of TB in 

developing countries, does not depend on 

Culture so, The Who programme for Rolling DOT 

in resource poor setting requires clinical History, 

Smear test. 

Patient referral to cardiothoracic Unit was 
for chest tube insertion but before a 
second, X-ray film was made be available, 
he had improved greatly. A follow-up for 
home visit was made few months later, he 
was involved in his usual home business. 
 
These are investigation that only can be 
available in advance laboratory. Not in 
most developing nation, such as where this 
case was seen. 

Optional/General comments 

 

From my point of view the conclusion does not reflect 

the idea of the case.  

Conclusion has been reviewed 

  


