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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
 
This is well written paper, describing the role of micafungin in neutropenic patients after 
chemotherapy. 
In this monoinstitutional report no evidence of breakthrough infections were detected 
despite 4 positive GMs. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Have the authors experience on IFI prophylaxis and breakthrough infections with other 
drugs in their center? Can they compare prophylactic strategies in children in a table? 
This could help readers throughout the paper.  
 

This was the only IFI outbreak we observed in our center. Thus, we have no 

other experience to report and or compare with.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Introduction and discussion are too long 
 
 

The introduction was reduced to 3 pages. The discussion was also revised 

and focused, especially in the last part.  
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his/her feedback here) 
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