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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dear Authors, 1. The authors need to mention the formulation of anti-VEGF - 

sub-conjunctival/topical. Which formulations were more effective? Which anti-VEGF 

was more cost-effective? 2. The authors shall add one paragraph on What were the 

complications of these anti-VEGF? Any sight-threatening complication? 3. The authors 

must mention - what new information this meta-analysis adds to the existing literature. 4. 

The authors must take the help of any English - editor. Thanks  

 


