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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This is an important subject in preventive medicine and ophthalmology screening. Sustainability in healthcare stresses upon the prevention of complication, as well as the equity in care. Imaging of retina can detect Diabetic retinopathy in early stages to interfere on time, especially the far reached areas. However, a more precise diagnosis is needed to build a plan: observe vs refer to ophthalmologist, and not merely differentiate between DR and No DR.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Suitable
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The result was very limited to results of non-Mydriatic camera results despite including many items affecting the results. Furthermore, the result of Mydriatic images need to be mentioned, as the main aim is the comparison between the two methods.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is correct, although many factors have been studied to find the effect on the gradable images. Many of these factors are not directly related to clarity of image.
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	They are OK. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, I find it acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although I am happy to read an article about screening of DR, but I find many factors that are not directly related to the main aim of the study, like smoking and HTN… which are related to DR but not to difference between dilated vs non-dilated pupil. Finally, the conclusion was plausible that dilated pupil is mandatory when using this camera.
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