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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

General comment: The topic approached by the authors of this paper is interesting and
overall, I believe the study has relevant information hereby suitable for publication after
revision. The authors clearly explained their work throughout the manuscript. I just
have some remarks/suggestions to point out. The study suggests that non-mydriatic
fundus photography-assisted telemedicine is a reliable and efficient method for
screening and diagnosing diabetic retinopathy, with a value of 0.689. Specific comments:
Introduction: - The last 5 lines of the introduction, which refer to the sample size, should
be removed from this section. It is better to state the need for this study. In other words,
what was the problem in diagnosing diabetic retinopathy with the previous methods
that the new method should replace them. Methods: -The sample size of the experiment
was relatively small, which may limit the generalizability of the results. - The authors
did not describe the exact methodology used for the single-blind assessment of the
concordance between non-mydriatic fundus photography-assisted telemedicine and
fundus fluorescein angiography. In results: -Tables 1 & 2: It is better to report exact

P-values. - The study did not compare the results with other existing DR screening
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methods. - The study did not evaluate the cost-effectiveness of using non-mydriatic
fundus photography-assisted telemedicine. - The study did not assess the potential risks
associated with using non-mydriatic fundus photography-assisted telemedicine. In

discussion & conclusion: -Limitations and strengths of the study are not mentioned.



