Reviewer's comments:

The authors finally improved the quality of the writing — though it is still poor - but they ignored significant
problems with the first manuscript. | pointed out the following problems in the first review:

1. What diabetic retinopathy was being treated? DME? PDR? This needs to be specified throughout.
2. Proliferative and background retinopathies should not be mixed in the same paper. Choose one or
the other.

The authors ignored these suggestions. As such this manuscript is meaningless and the conclusions
have no context.
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