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regarding paper entitled Syphilitic hepatitis: 
a case report and review of the literature
Jiaofeng Huang1, Bo Wan2,3, Mingfang Wang1, Yueyong Zhu1 and Su Lin1* 

Abstract 

In the correspondence from Abdurrahman et al., they raised three main concerns and critiques of our recently 
published article entitled “Syphilitic hepatitis: a case report and review of the literature”. First question pertains to the 
timing of dermatology opinion, second regarding the history of sexual exposure, and lastly regarding the treatment 
duration of syphilitic hepatitis. We thank the authors for their constructive comments and would like to answer these 
questions in detail.
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We appreciate the detailed review and commentary on 
our manuscript [1] from Abdurrahman et  al. [2]. The 
first concern is regarding the timing of dermatology con-
sult and syphilitic rashes. The patient described in our 
manuscript had two dermatology consultation. The first 
consult was at the local hospital when the rashes were 
noticed, and the second consult at our referral hospital 
upon admission. At both consultation with dermatolo-
gist, the opinion was that the rashes were secondary to 
an allergic reaction. The complete clinical examination of 
the genitals, palms and soles but did not reveal any skin 
lesions. Syphilitic rashes are known to occur in around 
80% of patients with syphilitic hepatitis [3], and often 
present as multiple non-pruritic, erythematous, noncon-
fluent maculopapular lesions generally concentrated in 
the trunk, palms and soles of the feet. We agree with the 
authors that if the correct diagnosis of syphilitic hepatitis 

could have been made earlier, the invasive liver biopsy 
could have been avoided. This is precisely the reason why 
we decided to report this particular case.

Second, Abdurrahman et  al. noted that we did not 
describe the patient’s sexual history in detail, we agree 
with him on this point. In fact, the patient denied a his-
tory of unsafe sexual activity upon admission, which we 
duly stated in the manuscript. Interestingly, even after 
the syphilis infection was confirmed, patient still denied 
any history of unsafe sexual activity. However, even in the 
absence of a clear high risk sexual history, the antibody 
positivity was still powerful evidence of the diagnosis of 
Syphilis infection.

The third question Abdurrahman et al. raised is about 
the duration of antibiotics administered to patient for 
syphilitic hepatitis. The recommended duration of antibi-
otic administration is 2–4 weeks [4]. The reported patient 
was discharged after the first dose of penicillin injection 
from our hospital. At the second follow-up visit, patient 
informed us that he has received a 2-month penicillin 
injection at a local clinic. We too concure with Abdur-
rahman et  al. that the treatment duration of 2  months 
was too long and is problematic at multiple levels, how-
ever we recorded and reported the case-report as matter 
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of fact. Prolonged duration of treatment however would 
not change the diagnosis of syphilitic hepatitis.

In conclusion, although there are some deficits and 
missing information in our case report, the diagnosis 
of syphilis is quite clear. This case highlights an atypical 
presentation of syphilitic hepatitis and and we hope that 
readers would get better insight into this rare disease.
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