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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Since this was a retrospective study, we
cannot be sure of the true incidence of ocular
involvement or the spectrum of organisms.
What was the spectrum of organisms in the
patients that did not receive eye exams? Was
this different from that of patients receiving
eye exams?

Line 104: for clarity, should be “more recently
published incidence rates”.

What were the frequencies of retinal findings
on examination? Hemorrhages? Cotton wool
spots?

Of greatest interest may be the authors’
recommendations for screening. As written
they generate a couple of questions.

a. The authors recommend examining
patients with visual symptoms. The
only patient in this study with
endophthalmitis did not have visual
symptoms. Can the authors provide
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data from other published studies to
support this recommendation?

They recommend examining patients
who are “critically ill”. This describes
most patients with positive fungal
cultures. Do you mean patients with
documented end-organ infection? Or

high fevers? Please define better.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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