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Abstract 

Background: Diabetic retinopathy (DR) is a leading cause of blindness due to diabetic macular edema (DME) or 
complications of proliferative diabetic retinopathy (PDR). Optical coherence tomography (OCT) is a noninvasive 
imaging technique well established for DME but less used to assess neovascularization in PDR. Developments in OCT 
imaging and the introduction of OCT angiography (OCTA) have shown significant potential in PDR.

Objectives: To describe the tomographic features of PDR, namely of neovascularization, both of the optic disc (NVD) 
and elsewhere (NVE), intraretinal microvascular abnormalities (IRMA), retinal nonperfusion areas (NPA), status of the 
posterior vitreous, vitreoschisis and vitreous and subhyaloid/sub‑ILM hemorrhages.

Data sources: Electronic database search on PubMed and EMBASE, last run on December 19th 2019.

Study eligibility criteria, participants and interventions: Publications assessing OCT and/or OCTA findings in PDR 
patients. All study designs were allowed except for case‑reports, conference proceedings and letters.

Study appraisal: Newcastle–Ottawa Scale for observational studies was used for purposes of risk of bias assessment.

Results: From the 1300 studies identified, 283 proceeded to full‑text assessment and 60 were included in this com‑
prehensive review. OCT was useful in detecting NVD and NVE, such as in characterizing disease activity and response 
to laser and/or anti‑VEGF therapies. The absence of posterior vitreous detachment seemed determinant for neovascu‑
lar growth, with the posterior hyaloid acting as a scaffold. OCTA allowed a more detailed characterization of the neo‑
vascular complexes, associated NPA and disease activity, allowing the quantification of neovessel area and flow index. 
However, changes in OCTA blood flow signal following local therapies did not necessarily correlate with structural 
regression. Widefield and ultra‑widefield OCTA were highly sensitive in the detection of PDR, adding value to disease 
staging and monitoring. Compared to fluorescein angiography, OCTA was more sensitive in detecting microvascular 
changes indicating disease progression.

Limitations: Publication languages were restricted. Most included studies were observational and non‑comparative. 
Risk of bias regarding case representativeness.

Conclusions: OCT‑based retinal imaging technologies are advancing rapidly and the trend is to be noninvasive and 
wide‑field. OCT has proven invaluable in diagnosing, staging and management of proliferative diabetic disease with 
daily application in clinical and surgical practices.
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Background
Diabetes mellitus affected an estimate of 463 million 
people worldwide in 2019 and this number is projected 
to rise to 578 million by 2030 and 700 million by 2045 
[1]. Diabetic retinopathy (DR) is its leading microvas-
cular complication and a major cause of blindness [2, 
3]. Vision-threatening DR is due to diabetic macu-
lar edema (DME) or proliferative DR (PDR) [2, 3]. A 
pooled meta-analysis estimated a global prevalence of 
7.5% for PDR [2] meaning approximately 35 million 
diabetic people had PDR in 2019 and by 2030 and 2045 
around 43 and 53 million will be affected, respectively. 
The high impact and global burden of PDR urge the 
need to continue researching on diagnostic and treat-
ment modalities.

The hallmark of PDR is the presence of retinal (NVE) 
or disc (NVD) neovascularization [4, 5] and color 
fundus photography (CFP) and fluorescein angiogra-
phy (FA) have been the most relevant imaging tech-
niques used in the last decades [6–9]. In recent years, 
there have been significant developments in noninva-
sive imaging technologies [10–12]. Optical coherence 
tomography (OCT) was first introduced in ophthalmol-
ogy in 1996, becoming standard of care for macular dis-
ease in 2005 [13]. In DR, it has been primarily used in 
DME assessment [9] and in 2013 its usefulness in PDR 
was first reported [14]. OCT allows the evaluation of 
diabetic neovascularization in the earliest stages and 
to recognize associated vitreoretinal interface changes 
[14–18], but information about vessel structure and 
blood flow cannot not be obtained [19, 20], limiting 
its application in evaluating disease progression and 
treatment response [18, 21]. In 2014, commercial OCT 
angiography (OCTA) was introduced [13] and in the 
last years there has been a significant number of pub-
lications demonstrating proliferative diabetic changes 
[22–28], some even using widefield (WF) imaging 
[29–32]. Combining OCT with the surgical microscope 
also aided in the immediate evaluation of vitreoretinal 
structures and in identifying surgical planes, helping in 
membrane delamination/segmentation, a crucial step 
in diabetic tractional retinal detachment (TRD) surgery 
[12, 33–35].

In this review, we analyzed all studies using OCT 
and/or OCTA so as to perform a comprehensive 
description of the tomographic features of PDR, namely 
of (1) NVD and (2) NVE. As secondary outcomes we 
documented information regarding (3) intraretinal 

microvascular abnormalities (IRMAs); (4) retinal non-
perfusion areas (NPAs); (5) status of the posterior vitre-
ous; (6) vitreoschisis; and (7) vitreous and subhyaloid/
sub-internal limiting membrane (ILM) hemorrhages. 
OCT-based retinal imaging technologies are advancing 
rapidly and the trend is to be noninvasive and widefield. 
Therefore, it is important to revise noninvasive PDR 
imaging for future application in daily clinical and sur-
gical practices.

Methods
We performed an electronic database search on Pub-
Med and EMBASE, last run on December 19th, 2019 
and adopted PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for 
Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses) guidelines 
using a  PRISMA  checklist (Additional file  1). Search 
design meant to reach all studies assessing OCT and/
or OCTA findings in PDR patients—features of neo-
vascular complexes (NVCs), IRMAs, NPAs, status of 
the posterior vitreous and subhyaloid/sub-ILM hem-
orrhages—published in English, French, Spanish or 
Portuguese. All designs and publication types were 
accepted, except for case-reports, conference proceed-
ings and letters. Studies based on time-domain OCT 
were also excluded, considering its lower resolution 
and higher artifact profile. No restrictions existed on 
age, diabetes type, metabolic status or follow-up. A 
detailed search strategy is provided in Additional file 2.

All papers were screened through title and abstract 
by two independent reviewers, proceeding to full-text 
assessment when eligible. Article selection was based 
on three criteria: theme within scope of review; assess-
ment of outcomes of interest; and appropriate meth-
odological quality. The latter was assessed through the 
Newcastle–Ottawa Scale for observational studies [36]; 
this tool was modified to assess non-comparative stud-
ies as well, removing all topics on comparability. The 
articles’ reference list was hand-searched for additional 
studies.

Data extraction was performed in duplicate by study 
authors, guaranteeing double verification as a way to 
minimize reporting errors. The Newcastle–Ottawa 
Scale for observational studies was used for purposes 
of risk of bias assessment, performed by 2 authors on 
the individual study level. This tool was modified to 
assess non-comparative studies as well, removing all 
items on group comparability. Reviews were assessed 
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considering the quality of their included studies. Disa-
greements concerning inclusion or methodological 
appropriateness were solved by consensus or a third 
author.

Results
Our search identified 1530 studies; after duplicates 
removed, 1300 studies were screened for inclusion 
through title and abstract, with 283 proceeding to full 
text-assessment, and 60 included in this qualitative sys-
tematic review (Fig. 1). A summary of included studies 
is provided in Additional file 3.

The studies included were mostly observational 
and non-comparative, with the following designs 
presented in decreasing frequency: observational 

non-comparative series/cohort—26 papers; review—17; 
non-comparative studies assessing retinal changes 
following local treatment (either observational or 
interventional)—11; comparative studies (vs. healthy 
controls)—5; secondary analysis of previously pub-
lished prospective trials—1.

Overall, included studies were classified as having a 
moderate-to-good methodological quality. Risk of bias 
was low regarding both case selection/definition and 
ascertainment of outcomes, as these were depicted in 
imaging exams, providing solid documentation of dis-
ease and outcome status. On the other side, a more 
significant risk of bias was assessed regarding the rep-
resentativeness of cases, as only a minority of studies 
reported a systematic or consecutive inclusion of cases.

Fig. 1 PRISMA study flow diagram
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Tomographic features of NVCs
NVD
Thirty-seven studies described NVD characteristics [9, 
12, 14, 15, 18–23, 25–32, 37–55]. Tomographic evalu-
ation of NVDs using structural spectral-domain OCT 
(SD-OCT) was first reported in 2013 by Cho et al. [14], 
who identified NVDs as hyperreflective tissue sitting or 
protruding from the optic disc into the vitreous, whether 
the posterior hyaloid (PH) was attached or detached, 
respectively (Fig.  2). Muqit et  al. [15] further described 
subclinical NVDs as sitting over the disc and attached to 
the outer hyaloid and early NVDs as looped structures 
containing small hyporeflective spaces. More advanced 

NVDs consisted on thick tissue protruding from the 
disc that grew axially along the PH and extended into 
the peri-papillary ILM surface (Fig. 2) [15, 37]. Absence 
of posterior vitreous detachment (PVD) on the disc was 
more frequent among active NVDs. These originated 
outside the physiological cupping and grew along the PH 
which served as scaffold. Occasionally, there was breach-
ing of the PH and growth into the vitreous cavity [15, 17, 
18, 48]. After laser treatment, NVDs were seen to regress 
with involution of the vitreous projections, and larger 
NVDs were described as free-floating in the vitreous due 
to tractional avulsion [15].

Fig. 2 Examples of NVD on structural SD‑OCT. a, b NVDs (asterisk) as hyperreflective tissue sitting on the disc with an attached posterior hyaloid. c, 
d NVD protruding from the disc into the vitreous with posterior hyaloid breaching, in c note the detached hyaloid. e, f Depict advanced NVDs with 
thick fibrovascular tissue (asterisk) protruding from the disc and growth along the posterior hyaloid, which serves as scaffold, into the peri‑papillary 
area and macular traction
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More recently, OCTA identified the vascular structure 
of NVDs by the presence of blood flow signal in the en-
face OCT angiogram, which corresponded in the OCT 
B-scan to structures with positive flow signal above the 
optic disc or peripapillary retinal surface (Fig. 3) [19, 22, 
23, 26–28, 38–45, 52]. They originated from the retinal 
vein, artery or choroid and arose from bending vessels 
inside or near the optic disc rim, mostly in the upper 
temporal sector [21, 25]. Quantification of vessel area/
flow index was useful to determine the extent and activ-
ity of NVDs [23, 41–43, 46] and their changes after anti-
VEGF/laser treatment [23, 26, 27, 29, 31, 39, 43, 44, 46, 
51]. Alteration in NVD blood flow in OCTA did not nec-
essarily translate into structural regression [23].

Ishibazawa et  al. [28] introduced the concept of exu-
berant vascular proliferation (EVP), as the proliferation 
of irregular smaller-caliber vessels in more active disease, 
correlating with more active leakage in FA than NVCs 
without EVP. Pruning and regression in EVP with reduc-
tion in NVD flow area was documented after panretinal 
photocoagulation (PRP) [28]. Various studies found that 
OCTA and WF-OCT were able to define all NVDs [20, 
39, 46, 47], with a superior visualization when compared 

to FA [20]. B-scan OCT had an 82.9% NVD detection 
rate [27].

Elbendary et  al. [39] using swept-source OCT (SS-
OCT) documented 3 NVD patterns: (1) active NVDs, 
with a medium reflectivity vascular component origi-
nating from the disc, sometimes showing an anastomo-
sing branching network with EVP in the en-face OCTA, 
and with blood flow signal in the co-registered B-scans; 
(2) active NVDs, with medium–high reflectivity fibro-
vascular elements related to an incompletely detached 
PH, with little branching in the OCTA but with some 
flow signal; and (3) NVDs with a hyperreflective fibrotic 
component growing along a thicked and incompletely 
detached PH, with no flow signal in the en-face OCTA 
and minimum flow signal on the B-scan.

NVE
Forty-two studies reported NVE features [14–19, 21, 
22, 24–31, 35, 37–39, 41, 42, 44, 45, 47, 49–54, 56–66]. 
In structural OCT, NVEs presented as homogenous 
hyperreflective loops breaching the ILM and protrud-
ing into the vitreous with posterior retinal shadowing 
(Fig.  4) [14–16, 18, 19, 37, 50]. These complexes arose 
from the outer plexiform layer and extended through 

Fig. 3 Examples of NVD using OCTA. a Swept‑Source OCTA showing a small early NVD in the en‑face angiogram (dashed line, top), which 
corresponded in the OCT B‑scan to a structure above the disc with positive flow signal (dashed line, bottom), indicating active disease. b SD‑OCTA 
demonstrating an active NVD with irregular new vessels on the en‑face image (dashed line, top) and flow signal in red on the OCT B‑scan (dashed 
line, bottom). c Example of an NVD with pruning and little branching on the en‑face image (dashed line, top), with fibrotic tissue and minimum flow 
signal on the co‑registered B‑scan (dashed line, bottom)
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the inner retinal layers, penetrated the ILM and attached 
to the PH [15]. As seen in NVDs, PH served as scaffold 
for NVE development and in most cases is attached or 
partially detached and tethered to neovascular tissue 
[16–18]. Using SD-OCT, NVEs have been proposed to 
develop in 3 stages: I—disruption of ILM; II—horizontal 
growth along ILM and III—multiple breach of PH and 
linear growth [16]. According to their morphology they 
have been classified by Vaz-Pereira et al. [17] as (1) flat, 
when confined to the PH face; (2) forward when lesions 
showed PH traversal and (3) tabletop when NVCs where 
displaced anteriorly by vitreous traction but tethered to 
the retina (Fig.  4). NVEs were also classified according 
to location in (1) above the ILM and (2) below the ILM 
types [56] based on their intraretinal component [15, 67, 

68]; nonetheless most use the histopathology definition 
of NVE, where a breach of the ILM is a requisite [4, 16, 
69, 70].

With OCTA, by combining the en-face angiograms 
with B-scans, NVEs appeared as irregular masses of ves-
sels with positive flow signal above the ILM, distinguish-
ing them from microaneurysms and IRMA (Fig.  5) [9, 
21, 22, 24–31, 39, 41, 42, 44, 51–53, 59–65]. Structural 
OCT and OCTA B-scans were found to detect 100% of 
NVEs while the en-face OCTA, CFP and biomicroscopy 
detected 72.7% of cases [27]. A study using WF-OCTA 
evaluated the distribution of NVCs and found NVEs 
more prevalent superotemporally [32].

Pan et  al. [25] classified NVE based on origin and 
branching pattern on OCTA: type 1 (most common) 

Fig. 4 Examples of the morphology of NVE on structural SD‑OCT. a, b Flat NVE confined to the posterior hyaloid. c, d Forward configuration into 
the vitreous, in d note the hyperreflective dots in the vitreous (arrowhead) corresponding to localized vitreous hemorrhage. e Flat lesion growing 
along the posterior hyaloid with forward extensions and vitreous invasion. f Tabletop NVEs tethered to the retina by multiple retinal adhesions/pegs
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originated from a major retinal vein adjacent to NPA, 
breaching the ILM at a single location and forming many 
branches after attaching to the PH; type 2 originated 
from the capillary within the NPA and breached the ILM 
at multiple locations; and type 3 developed from pre-
existing IRMAs within NPA and most of the structure 
was intraretinal, except for some tips that breached the 
ILM to form neovascularization. The EVP concept intro-
duced by Ishibazawa [28] was also applied to NVEs and 
changes in NVE area/flow signal were also observed after 
PRP or anti-VEGF treatment, establishing OCTA as a 
valuable tool to evaluate and monitor PDR [28, 31, 41, 42, 
44, 51, 56, 63, 65].

Shared features of NVCs
The presence of vitreous hyperreflective dots in SD-OCT 
was more significant in active PDR, while the presence 
of epiretinal membrane, inner retinal tissue contracture, 
vitreous invasion and vitreous protrusion was more asso-
ciated with quiescent disease [18]. Using OCTA, EVP 
was more frequent in treatment-naïve NVCs—thus EVP 
should be considered an active sign of neovascularization 
[28].

When comparing imaging modalities, structural OCT 
and B-scan OCTA had the best detection rate for new-
onset NVCs, but B-scan OCTA was superior for follow-
up, due to the persistence of the NVC tissue on OCT 
[27]. Also, WF and ultra-WF (UWF) OCTA demon-
strated increased value in NVC imaging. When screen-
ing patients previously classified as non-proliferative DR, 
WF-OCTA identified NVCs in 15% of patients, while 
conventional OCTA scans could only detect 7 and 0% 
NVCs [71]. WF-SS-OCTA had sensitivity and specificity 
values of 79% and 96% in the detection of NVCs—simi-
lar to FA [58] and wide-angle OCTA sensitivity of 100% 
and specificity of 97% [61]. Compared to UWF FA, SS-
OCTA was more sensitive in detecting microvascular 
changes indicating possible disease progression [27, 31] 
with some authors suggesting WF-OCTA as the single 
preferred imaging strategy for PDR detection and moni-
toring [29, 31, 44, 52].

Tomographic evaluation of IRMA
Nineteen studies mentioned IRMA characteristics [14, 
16, 19, 21, 22, 24–26, 30, 31, 38–41, 54, 56, 59, 65, 72]. 
These were present in 25–85% of examined diabetic eyes 

Fig. 5 a En‑face SD‑OCTA 8 × 8 mm montage showing significant areas of retinal nonperfusion (✢). Magnification of top (b) and bottom (c) 
annotated area in a shows small neovascular complexes on the en‑face angiogram breaching the ILM and with positive flow signal in the structural 
B‑scan (within dashed lines), in accordance with active NVEs. Note than in (d), left annotated area, the microvascular abnormality depicted in the 
en‑face angiogram does not breach the ILM in the co‑registered B‑scan and the flow signal is only intraretinal, in accordance with IRMA
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[14, 30] and were described using OCT as areas of focal/
multifocal, tortuous, dilated looped vascular segments 
[21, 22, 25, 26, 30, 38, 40, 59, 65]. IRMA originated from 
and drained into a retinal venule, arising from the inner 
plexiform (67%), ganglion cell (17%) or nerve fiber lay-
ers (17%) [19, 25]. These hyperreflective structures were 
intraretinal, frequently extending across more than one 
layer [40] and without ILM breach [14, 16, 21, 24–26, 30, 
31, 38–41, 59, 65]. However, focal areas of outpouching of 
the ILM [9, 14, 16, 40] were sometimes observed—even 
in these cases, the ILM and the PH were intact. Lee et al. 
[16] defined IRMA with outpouching of ILM as stage 2 
IRMA, while the remaining were stage 1. Similarly, the 
OCTA flow overlay depicted mild-moderate intrareti-
nal flow possibly outpouching and distorting ILM con-
tour, without breaching through the ILM or PH (Fig. 5) 
[59]. These outpouching IRMA seemed to have relative 
increased vascularity on flow overlay, when compared 
to nonoutpouching IRMA and surrounding normal vas-
culature [59]. The ability to breach through the ILM to 
differentiate into NVE seemed to be exclusive to sea-fan-
like IRMA [25].

IRMA were consistently identified adjacent to NPAs 
[21, 22, 25, 26, 30, 38–40, 59]. Pan et  al. [25] meas-
ured the associated NPA, averaging 11.48 ± 4.92  mm2, 
while Schaal and colleagues [30] linked IRMA to NPA 
occupying ≤ 1/4 disc area—in both cases, these areas 
were smaller than the associated with NVE. One series 
described NVCs directly adjacent to IRMA in 50% of the 
studied eyes, reinforcing the concept of nonperfused reti-
nal environment [24].

SD-OCT revealed that 20% of clinically diagnosed 
IRMA were actually misclassified NVE, with ILM and 
PH breaching; one of these complexes did not leak on 
FA, precluding its correct classification [16]. As for SS-
OCTA, the interrater agreement for the detection of 
IRMA was good (k = 0.7) [30]. Of the definite IRMA 
detected with this technology, only half were imaged in 
CFP (ETDRS protocol); conversely, all IRMA detected 
on CFP were imaged with SS-OCTA, portraying a higher 
sensitivity for IRMA detection with OCT [30].

In angiographic studies, vessel wall staining was noted 
[22], but prominent fluorescein leakage was mostly 
excluded—distinguishing IRMA from NVE [14, 19, 40, 
56]. However, in one series, minimal late fluorescein leak-
age was observed in ≈ 7% of IRMA—but the amount of 
leakage could not be related to any of the OCTA imag-
ing characteristics [59]. A low agreement was reported 
between fluorescein leakage on FA and OCT discrimi-
nation of NVE vs. IRMA (k = 0.25); in this paper, the 
authors depicted a case-study of a patient with 4 IRMA 
severely leaking on FA, of which most breached the ILM 
to become NVE during follow-up [16].

When compared to FA, WF-OCTA demonstrated a 
sensibility of 92% and a specificity of 99% to differentiate 
between IRMA and NVE, with a positive and negative 
predictive value of 96% and 97%, respectively [59]. Com-
pared to adaptive optics scanning laser ophthalmoscopy, 
SD-OCT showed a decreased sensitivity detecting ≈ 90% 
of total IRMA [72].

Additional findings
Retinal nonperfusion areas
NPAs represent capillary occlusion and are regarded as 
ischemic areas [11, 23, 38, 40]. Using OCTA, NPAs were 
identified as areas of absent signal because of low capil-
lary perfusion or dropout (Fig. 5) [22, 23, 38, 40, 42]. Fre-
quently, delineation of these areas was superior to FA [22, 
23, 40], with a sensitivity of 98% and specificity of 82% 
for wide-angle OCTA [61]. NPAs could be quantified [29, 
30, 60] and PDR patients were found to have a significant 
lower capillary density compared to non-PDR patients 
and increased and irregular FAZ [45, 60]. Also, IRMAs 
and NVCs were more frequently associated with NPAs 
[23–25, 30, 38–42, 58, 65, 66, 73].

Hemorrhage
Bleeding from NVCs may cause vitreous or subhyaloid/
sub-ILM hemorrhages. These result from increased per-
meability of active NVCs leading to extravasation of san-
guineous components or from tractional forces exerted 
in NVCs which are adherent/tethered to the PH [15–18, 
25, 50, 74]. Vitreous hemorrhage was documented on 
OCT as vitreous hyperreflective opacities/dots, which 
were positively associated with active NVCs (Fig. 4) [15, 
16, 18, 50, 74]. Subhyaloid/sub-ILM hemorrhages consist 
of hyperreflective material delineated by a thin reflective 
band anterior to the retina and posterior shadowing from 
masking of the OCT signal by the hemorrhage [15, 37, 
50, 75].

Vitreoschisis
Vitreoschisis corresponds to splitting of the posterior 
vitreous cortex and is a consequence of anomalous PVD, 
where a strong vitreomacular adhesion splits the poste-
rior vitreous, leaving an outer layer attached to the retina 
while the remaining vitreous collapses anteriorly [17, 37, 
50].

It is represented in OCT as multilayered hyperreflec-
tive bands of the posterior vitreous cortex, separated by 
an optically clear hyporeflective space [17, 37, 50, 74]. In 
one study, in 62% vitreoschisis cases, NVCs traversed the 
PH face to invade the schisis cavity, which may explain 
patterns of neovascular growth [17]. Vitreoschisis can be 
identified between NVCs anchorage points and may be 
associated with tractional retinoschisis, vitreomacular 
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traction and/or TRD [17, 37, 74]. Vitreoschisis can com-
plicate PDR by causing additional traction on NVCs, 
which may contribute to bleeding and complicate vitreo-
retinal surgery [37, 74].

Traction
NVCs-induced traction might lead to hemorrhag-
ing, avulsed retinal tissue, TRD, cystoid edema and/or 
retinoschisis. These findings were documented tomo-
graphically as vitreous hyperreflective material, retinal 
disorganization with a concave configuration and adhe-
sions/pegs, retinal hyporeflective cystic spaces and reti-
nal layer splitting, respectively (Fig. 2) [14, 15, 18, 19, 37, 
74, 76]. Considering its high-resolution and ability for 
microstructural delineation of tractional NVCs, OCT 
has proven invaluable in identifying the cleavage plan in 
retinal surgery when used preoperatively and intraopera-
tively, resulting in safer surgeries [12, 15, 17, 19, 27, 35, 
37].

Discussion
OCT is an established noninvasive technology manda-
tory in the management of DR. Although widely used to 
evaluate DME, recent studies have demonstrated its util-
ity in assessing PDR. The first reports on diabetic NVCs 
were based on histopathology [4, 16, 68, 70], but OCT 
has shed significant light on NVC development, growth 
and response to treatment. OCT provides images in real 
time and in vivo—as an optical biopsy [13].

Structural OCT can identify NVCs, IRMAs and asso-
ciated vitreoretinal changes [14–18, 37], but is limited 
by not recognizing blood flow. NVDs can be observed 
as tissue sitting or protruding from the disc. Regarding 
NVEs, it is important to distinguish them from IRMAs 
as the presence of neovascularization is the hallmark of 
PDR and indicates more severe disease, with implications 
in treatment and prognosis [4, 5]. IRMAs may be precur-
sors of NVE, but are a definite risk factor for PDR [16, 24, 
68].

The status of the posterior vitreous is also significant 
in PDR evaluation as the presence of PVD is believed to 
be protective for the development of PDR [16–18, 77]. 
Moreover, it is known that diabetic vitreopathy is respon-
sible for a strong adhesion between the vitreous and reti-
nal vessels, resulting in an incomplete anomalous PVD 
and vitreoschisis, with the PH acting as scaffold for newly 
growing NVCs [17, 37, 78]. Vitreoschisis can mimic com-
plete PVD, but is important to distinguish them since 
prognosis is worse in vitreoschisis, possibly leading to 
bleeding and/or TRD [17, 78]. Tractional forces exerted 
on NVCs attached/tethered to the PH result in hemor-
rhaging, which is observed as vitreous hyperreflective 
dots or as hyperreflective material between the PH/ILM 

and the retina [15–18, 25, 50, 74]. Indeed, vitreous hyper-
reflective dots are associated with NVC activity either by 
representing bleeding and/or inflammatory cells [15, 16, 
18, 50, 74, 79]. The study of the vitreoretinal interface is 
also valuable when preparing for surgical management. 
Incomplete PVD with or without retinal traction or vitre-
oschisis may increase the risk of intraoperative bleeding, 
for which the retinal surgeon must plan in advance [14, 
15, 17, 35, 37, 78]. To date, few studies have addressed 
the use of intra-operative OCT and it will be interesting 
to see in the next few years if tomography will claim its 
place in the operating room [33–35].

OCTA brought a major advance as it clearly demon-
strates microvascular changes by showing the vascu-
lar structure in the en-face image and the flow signal in 
the co-registered B-scans. These features are important 
to differentiate NVEs from IRMAs, to establish and 
quantify the presence of both NVD and NVEs, moni-
tor treatment response and noninvasively evaluate other 
findings such as NPAs [19–32, 38–45, 47–49, 51, 57–63, 
71]. When compared to biomicroscopy and CFP, OCT 
and OCTA were more reliable in identifying and distin-
guishing IRMA and NVCs [27]. OCTA compared to FA 
can perform better in the study of NPAs [22, 23, 40] and 
microvascular abnormalities as they may not leak and/
or be obscured by fluorescein leakage [22, 23, 40]. In 
this context, UWF and WF-OCTA may be of particular 
interest, as a structural and functional wide view of the 
retina is provided non-invasively [29–32, 44, 52, 61, 71]. 
The safety of these complementary tests allows a more 
frequent imaging follow-up, probably achieving a tighter 
control of the retinal vascular status.

Having considered the advantages of tomography stud-
ies and despite its recognizable worth, we should keep in 
mind OCTA is an expensive technology, still unavailable 
in many ophthalmology practices, especially in its wide-
field and ultra-widefield variants, and the en-face image 
must be evaluated with the corresponding structural 
B-scan. As so, making the most out of available standard 
OCT techniques is still necessary.

The main strengths of our study are its rigorous meth-
odology as we performed a systematic comprehensive 
search of articles using OCT and/or OCTA to document 
features of PDR and the features observed were simi-
lar and reproducible even when different OCT and/or 
OCTA machines were used. Limitations include (1) lan-
guage restriction as we have only evaluated papers in 
English, French, Spanish or Portuguese; (2) study design, 
as most studies were observational case-series or non-
comparative and cross-sectional, (3) risk of bias appraised 
as meaningful regarding case representativeness, as most 
studies did not describe a systematic/consecutive case 
selection. This last limitation could set barriers to the 
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widespread application of our findings; however, consid-
ering the inclusion of a vast array of papers published on 
the topic, we believe we covered all existing literature on 
the tomographic findings of PDR.

Conclusions
Modern OCTs enhanced the ability to detect and moni-
tor PDR in a safe and non-invasive way.

In this review, we analyzed studies using OCT and/or 
OCTA to evaluate neovascularization in PDR, anticipat-
ing our comprehensive summary of results will help in 
the current and future real-world assessment of these 
patients. As knowledge and experience increase, OCTA 
and WF-OCTA have been proving their added benefit 
not only in NVC detection, but also in further character-
izing NPAs and microvascular abnormalities—stratifying 
the odds for DR progression towards high-risk stages. As 
so, these imaging modalities will definitely establish their 
value in the clinical setting. This review intended to be 
one of the steps in this process by sharing and summariz-
ing information for tomography users.

Supplementary information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https ://doi.
org/10.1186/s4094 2‑020‑00230 ‑3.

Additional file 1: Table S1. PRISMA checklist.

Additional file 2: Figure S1. Detailed search strategy.

Additional file 3: Table S2. Summary of included studies.

Abbreviations
CFP: Color fundus photography; DME: Diabetic macular edema; DR: Diabetic 
retinopathy; EVP: Exuberant vascular proliferation; FA: Fluorescein angiog‑
raphy; FAZ: Foveal avascular zone; ILM: Internal limiting membrane; IRMA: 
Intraretinal microvascular abnormalities; NPA: Retinal nonperfusion areas; NVC: 
Neovascular complex; NVD: Neovascularization of the disc; NVE: Neovascu‑
larization elsewhere; OCT: Optical coherence tomography; OCTA : Optical 
coherence tomography angiography; PDR: Proliferative diabetic retinopathy; 
PH: Posterior hyaloid; PRP: Panretinal photocoagulation; PVD: Posterior vitre‑
ous detachment; SD‑OCT: Spectral‑domain optical coherence tomography; 
SS‑OCT: Swept‑source optical coherence tomography; SS‑OCTA : Swept source 
optical coherence tomography angiography; TRD: Tractional retinal detach‑
ment; VEGF: Vascular endothelial growth factor; VH: Vitreous hemorrhage; 
UWF: Ultra‑widefield; WF: Widefield.

Acknowledgements
None.

Authors’ contributions
SV‑P, TM‑S and REM contributed to the conception and design of the work, 
collected the data and contributed to data analysis and interpretation. SV‑P, 
TM‑S and REM wrote the manuscript and prepared the tables. SV‑P and REM 
elaborated the figures. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
None.

Availability of data and materials
The data is available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
This study was approved by Centro Hospitalar Universitário de Lisboa Norte, 
EPE‑Hospital de Santa Maria local ethics committee (Lisbon, Portugal) and 
was conducted in accordance with the ethical principles of the Declaration of 
Helsinki. Informed consent was obtained from all participants.

Consent for publication
All participants consented to the use of their anonymized data (images).

Competing interests
S.V.‑P. reports consultant fees from Bayer, Novartis and Alimera Sciences. T.M.‑S. 
has nothing to disclose. R.E.M. has nothing to disclose.

Author details
1 Department of Ophthalmology, Centro Hospitalar Universitário de 
Lisboa Norte, EPE‑Hospital de Santa Maria, Avenida Professor Egas Moniz, 
1649‑035 Lisbon, Portugal. 2 Department of Ophthalmology, Faculdade de 
Medicina, Universidade de Lisboa, Lisbon, Portugal. 3 Department of Ophthal‑
mology, Hospital do Espírito Santo de Évora EPE, Évora, Portugal. 

Received: 16 May 2020   Accepted: 21 June 2020

References
 1. Saeedi P, Petersohn I, Salpea P, et al. Global and regional diabetes 

prevalence estimates for 2019 and projections for 2030 and 2045: results 
from the International Diabetes Federation Diabetes Atlas, 9(th) edition. 
Diabetes Res Clin Pract. 2019;157:107843.

 2. Yau JW, Rogers SL, Kawasaki R, et al. Global prevalence and major risk 
factors of diabetic retinopathy. Diabetes Care. 2012;35:556–64.

 3. Lee R, Wong TY, Sabanayagam C. Epidemiology of diabetic retinopathy, 
diabetic macular edema and related vision loss. Eye Vis (Lond). 2015;2:17.

 4. Archer DB. Neovascularization of the retina. Trans Ophthalmol Soc U K. 
1976;96:471–93.

 5. Silva PAS, Cavallerano JD, Sun JK. Proliferative diabetic retinopathy. 
In: Sadda SR, editor. Ryan’s retina. London: Elsevier Saunders; 2013. p. 
969–1000.

 6. Diabetic retinopathy study. Report Number 6. Design, methods, and 
baseline results. Report Number 7. A modification of the Airlie House 
classification of diabetic retinopathy. Prepared by the Diabetic Retinopa‑
thy. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 1981;21:1–226.

 7. Grading diabetic retinopathy from stereoscopic color fundus photo‑
graphs–an extension of the modified Airlie House classification. ETDRS 
report number 10. Early Treatment Diabetic Retinopathy Study Research 
Group. Ophthalmology. 1991;98:786–806.

 8. Norton EW, Gutman F. Diabetic retinopathy studied by fluorescein angi‑
ography. Trans Am Ophthalmol Soc. 1965;63:108–28.

 9. Cole ED, Novais EA, Louzada RN, et al. Contemporary retinal imaging 
techniques in diabetic retinopathy: a review. Clin Exp Ophthalmol. 
2016;44:289–99.

 10. Abramoff MD, Garvin MK, Sonka M. Retinal imaging and image analysis. 
IEEE Rev Biomed Eng. 2010;3:169–208.

 11. Gajree S, Borooah S, Dhillon B. Imaging in diabetic retinopathy: a review 
of current and future techniques. Curr Diabetes Rev. 2017;13:26–34.

 12. Tan CS, Chew MC, Lim LW, et al. Advances in retinal imaging for dia‑
betic retinopathy and diabetic macular edema. Indian J Ophthalmol. 
2016;64:76–83.

 13. Fujimoto J, Swanson E. The Development, Commercialization, and 
Impact of Optical Coherence Tomography. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 
2016;57:OCT1–OCT13.

 14. Cho H, Alwassia AA, Regiatieri CV, et al. Retinal neovascularization 
secondary to proliferative diabetic retinopathy characterized by spectral 
domain optical coherence tomography. Retina. 2013;33:542–7.

 15. Muqit MM, Stanga PE. Fourier‑domain optical coherence tomography 
evaluation of retinal and optic nerve head neovascularisation in prolifera‑
tive diabetic retinopathy. Br J Ophthalmol. 2014;98:65–72.

 16. Lee CS, Lee AY, Sim DA, et al. Reevaluating the definition of intrareti‑
nal microvascular abnormalities and neovascularization elsewhere in 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s40942-020-00230-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40942-020-00230-3


Page 11 of 12Vaz‑Pereira et al. Int J Retin Vitr            (2020) 6:26  

diabetic retinopathy using optical coherence tomography and fluores‑
cein angiography. Am J Ophthalmol. 2015;159:101–110.e1.

 17. Vaz‑Pereira S, Dansingani KK, Chen KC, et al. Tomographic Relationships 
between Retinal Neovascularization and the Posterior Vitreous in Prolif‑
erative Diabetic Retinopathy. Retina. 2017;37:1287–96.

 18. Vaz‑Pereira S, Zarranz‑Ventura J, Sim DA, et al. Optical coherence 
tomography features of active and inactive retinal neovascularization in 
proliferative diabetic retinopathy. Retina. 2016;36:1132–42.

 19. Miura M, Hong YJ, Yasuno Y, et al. Three‑dimensional vascular imaging of 
proliferative diabetic retinopathy by Doppler optical coherence tomogra‑
phy. Am J Ophthalmol. 2015;159:528–538.e3.

 20. Savastano MC, Federici M, Falsini B, et al. Detecting papillary neovascu‑
larization in proliferative diabetic retinopathy using optical coherence 
tomography angiography. Acta Ophthalmol. 2018;96:321–3.

 21. Akil H, Karst S, Heisler M, et al. Application of optical coherence tomogra‑
phy angiography in diabetic retinopathy: a comprehensive review. Can J 
Ophthalmol. 2019;54:519–28.

 22. Hwang TS, Jia Y, Gao SS, et al. Optical coherence tomography angiogra‑
phy features of diabetic retinopathy. Retina. 2015;35:2371–6.

 23. Ishibazawa A, Nagaoka T, Takahashi A, et al. Optical coherence tomogra‑
phy angiography in diabetic retinopathy: a prospective pilot study. Am J 
Ophthalmol. 2015;160:35–44.e1.

 24. de Carlo TE, Bonini Filho MA, Baumal CR, et al. Evaluation of preretinal 
neovascularization in proliferative diabetic retinopathy using optical 
coherence tomography angiography. Ophthalmic Surg Lasers Imaging 
Retina. 2016;47:115–9.

 25. Pan J, Chen D, Yang X, et al. Characteristics of neovascularization in early 
stages of proliferative diabetic retinopathy by optical coherence tomog‑
raphy angiography. Am J Ophthalmol. 2018;192:146–56.

 26. Liu G, Xu D, Wang F. New insights into diabetic retinopathy by OCT angi‑
ography. Diabetes Res Clin Pract. 2018;142:243–53.

 27. Schwartz R, Khalid H, Sivaprasad S, et al. Objective evaluation of prolifera‑
tive diabetic retinopathy using OCT. Ophthalmol Retina. 2020;4:164–74.

 28. Ishibazawa A, Nagaoka T, Yokota H, et al. Characteristics of retinal 
neovascularization in proliferative diabetic retinopathy imaged by 
optical coherence tomography angiography. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 
2016;57:6247–55.

 29. Zhang Q, Rezaei KA, Saraf SS, et al. Ultra‑wide optical coherence tomog‑
raphy angiography in diabetic retinopathy. Quant Imaging Med Surg. 
2018;8:743–53.

 30. Schaal KB, Munk MR, Wyssmueller I, et al. Vascular abnormalities in 
diabetic retinopathy assessed with swept‑source optical coherence 
tomography angiography widefield imaging. Retina. 2019;39:79–87.

 31. Russell JF, Shi Y, Hinkle JW, et al. Longitudinal wide‑field swept‑source 
OCT angiography of neovascularization in proliferative diabetic 
retinopathy after panretinal photocoagulation. Ophthalmol Retina. 
2019;3:350–61.

 32. Russell JF, Flynn HW Jr, Sridhar J, et al. Distribution of diabetic neovascu‑
larization on ultra‑widefield fluorescein angiography and on simulated 
widefield OCT angiography. Am J Ophthalmol. 2019;207:110–20.

 33. Binder S, Falkner‑Radler CI, Hauger C, et al. Feasibility of intrasurgical 
spectral‑domain optical coherence tomography. Retina. 2011;31:1332–6.

 34. Jayadev C, Dabir S, Vinekar A, et al. Microscope‑integrated optical coher‑
ence tomography: a new surgical tool in vitreoretinal surgery. Indian J 
Ophthalmol. 2015;63:399–403.

 35. Gabr H, Chen X, Zevallos‑Carrasco OM, et al. Visualization from intraopera‑
tive swept‑source microscope‑integrated optical coherence tomography 
in vitrectomy for complications of proliferative diabetic retinopathy. 
Retina. 2018;38(Suppl 1):S110–s120.

 36. Wells G, Shea B, O’Connell D et al. The Newcastle‑Ottawa Scale (NOS) for 
assessing the quality of nonrandomized studies in metaanalyses. Univer‑
sities of Newcastle, Australia and Ottawa, Canada. 2000. http://www.ohri.
ca/progr ams/clini cal_epide miolo gy/oxfor d.asp. Accessed 09 Jun 2020.

 37. Muqit MM, Stanga PE. Swept‑source optical coherence tomography 
imaging of the cortical vitreous and the vitreoretinal interface in prolifera‑
tive diabetic retinopathy: assessment of vitreoschisis, neovascularisation 
and the internal limiting membrane. Br J Ophthalmol. 2014;98:994–7.

 38. Coscas G, Lupidi M, Coscas F, et al. Optical Coherence Tomography Angi‑
ography in Healthy Subjects and Diabetic Patients. Ophthalmologica. 
2018;239:61–73.

 39. Elbendary AM, Abouelkheir HY. Bimodal imaging of proliferative diabetic 
retinopathy vascular features using swept source optical coherence 
tomography angiography. Int J Ophthalmol. 2018;11:1528–33.

 40. Matsunaga DR, Yi JJ, De Koo LO, et al. Optical coherence tomography 
angiography of diabetic retinopathy in human subjects. Ophthalmic Surg 
Lasers Imaging Retina. 2015;46:796–805.

 41. Zhang M, Wang J, Pechauer AD, et al. Advanced image processing 
for optical coherence tomographic angiography of macular diseases. 
Biomed Opt Express. 2015;6:4661–75.

 42. Jia Y, Bailey ST, Hwang TS, et al. Quantitative optical coherence tomogra‑
phy angiography of vascular abnormalities in the living human eye. Proc 
Natl Acad Sci USA. 2015;112:E2395–402.

 43. Falavarjani KG, Habibi A, Khorasani MA, et al. Time course of changes in 
optic disk neovascularization after a single intravitreal bevacizumab injec‑
tion. Retina. 2019;39:1149–53.

 44. Motulsky EH, Liu G, Shi Y, et al. Widefield swept‑source optical coherence 
tomography angiography of proliferative diabetic retinopathy. Ophthal‑
mic Surg Lasers and Imaging Retina. 2019;50:474–84.

 45. Lee J, Rosen R. Optical coherence tomography angiography in diabetes. 
Curr Diab Rep. 2016;16:123.

 46. Zhang X, Wu C, Zhou LJ, et al. Observation of optic disc neovasculariza‑
tion using OCT angiography in proliferative diabetic retinopathy after 
intravitreal conbercept injections. Sci Rep. 2018;8:3972.

 47. Stanga PE, Papayannis A, Tsamis E, et al. New findings in diabetic macu‑
lopathy and proliferative disease by swept‑source optical coherence 
tomography angiography. Dev Ophthalmol. 2016;56:113–21.

 48. Akiyama H, Li D, Shimoda Y, et al. Observation of neovascularization of 
the disc associated with proliferative diabetic retinopathy using OCT 
angiography. Jpn J Ophthalmol. 2018;62:286–91.

 49. Gildea D. The diagnostic value of optical coherence tomography angi‑
ography in diabetic retinopathy: a systematic review. Int Ophthalmol. 
2019;39:2413–33.

 50. Pierro L, Rabiolo A. Emerging issues for optical coherence tomography. 
Dev Ophthalmol. 2017;60:28–37.

 51. Hu Z, Su Y, Xie P, et al. OCT angiography‑based monitoring of neovascular 
regression on fibrovascular membrane after preoperative intravitreal con‑
bercept injection. Graefes Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol. 2019;257:1611–9.

 52. Zhang Q, Lee CS, Chao J, et al. Wide‑field optical coherence tomography 
based microangiography for retinal imaging. Sci Rep. 2016;6:22017.

 53. de Barros Garcia JMB, Isaac DLC, Avila M. Diabetic retinopathy and OCT 
angiography: clinical findings and future perspectives. Int J Retina Vitre‑
ous. 2017;3:14.

 54. Kashani AH, Chen CL, Gahm JK, et al. Optical coherence tomography 
angiography: a comprehensive review of current methods and clinical 
applications. Prog Retin Eye Res. 2017;60:66–100.

 55. Wylegala A, Teper S, Dobrowolski D, et al. Optical coherence angiography: 
a review. Medicine (Baltimore). 2016;95:e4907.

 56. Chatziralli IP, Sergentanis TN, Sivaprasad S. Prediction of regression 
of retinal neovascularisation after panretinal photocoagulation for 
proliferative diabetic retinopathy. Graefes Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol. 
2016;254:1715–21.

 57. Yu S, Lu J, Cao D, et al. The role of optical coherence tomography angiog‑
raphy in fundus vascular abnormalities. BMC Ophthalmol. 2016;16:107.

 58. Hirano T, Kakihara S, Toriyama Y, et al. Wide‑field en face swept‑source 
optical coherence tomography angiography using extended field imag‑
ing in diabetic retinopathy. Br J Ophthalmol. 2018;102:1199–203.

 59. Arya M, Sorour O, Chaudhri J et al. Distinguishing intraretinal microvascu‑
lar abnormalities from retinal neovascularization using optical coherence 
tomography angiography. Retina. 2019;14.

 60. Choi W, Waheed NK, Moult EM, et al. Ultrahigh speed swept source 
optical coherence tomography angiography of retinal and choriocapil‑
laris alterations in diabetic patients with and without retinopathy. Retina. 
2017;37:11–21.

 61. Sawada O, Ichiyama Y, Obata S, et al. Comparison between wide‑
angle OCT angiography and ultra‑wide field fluorescein angiography 
for detecting non‑perfusion areas and retinal neovascularization in 
eyes with diabetic retinopathy. Graefes Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol. 
2018;256:1275–80.

 62. Tran K, Pakzad‑Vaezi K. Multimodal imaging of diabetic retinopathy. Curr 
Opin Ophthalmol. 2018;29:566–75.

http://www.ohri.ca/programs/clinical_epidemiology/oxford.asp
http://www.ohri.ca/programs/clinical_epidemiology/oxford.asp


Page 12 of 12Vaz‑Pereira et al. Int J Retin Vitr            (2020) 6:26 

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your research ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

 63. He F, Yu W. Longitudinal neovascular changes on optical coherence 
tomography angiography in proliferative diabetic retinopathy treated 
with panretinal photocoagulation alone versus with intravitreal conber‑
cept plus panretinal photocoagulation: a pilot study. Eye. 2019. https ://
doi.org/10.1038/s4143 3‑019‑0628‑3.

 64. Sambhav K, Grover S, Chalam KV. The application of optical coher‑
ence tomography angiography in retinal diseases. Surv Ophthalmol. 
2017;62:838–66.

 65. Tran J, Leung EH, Weng CY. Applications of optical coherence tomog‑
raphy angiography in diabetic eye disease. Int Ophthalmol Clin. 
2019;59:209–19.

 66. Nesper PL, Soetikno BT, Zhang HF, et al. OCT angiography and visible‑
light OCT in diabetic retinopathy. Vision Res. 2017;139:191–203.

 67. Muraoka K, Shimizu K. Intraretinal neovascularization in diabetic retinopa‑
thy. Ophthalmology. 1984;91:1440–6.

 68. Imesch PD, Bindley CD, Wallow IH. Clinicopathologic correlation of 
intraretinal microvascular abnormalities. Retina. 1997;17:321–9.

 69. Weeks JE. Retinitis proliferans. Trans Am Ophthalmol Soc. 1897;8:158–80.
 70. Garner A. Histopathology of diabetic retinopathy in man. Eye (Lond). 

1993;7(Pt 2):250–3.
 71. You QS, Guo Y, Wang J, et al. Detection of clinically unsuspected retinal 

neovascularization with wide‑field optical coherence tomography angi‑
ography. Retina. 2020;40:891–7.

 72. Karst SG, Lammer J, Radwan SH, et al. Characterization of in vivo retinal 
lesions of diabetic retinopathy using adaptive optics scanning laser 
ophthalmoscopy. Int J Endocrinol. 2018;2018:7492946.

 73. Hwang TS, Zhang M, Bhavsar K, et al. Visualization of 3 Distinct Retinal 
Plexuses by Projection‑Resolved Optical Coherence Tomography Angiog‑
raphy in Diabetic Retinopathy. JAMA Ophthalmol. 2016;134:1411–9.

 74. Adhi M, Badaro E, Liu JJ, et al. Three‑dimensional enhanced imaging of 
vitreoretinal interface in diabetic retinopathy using swept‑source optical 
coherence tomography. Am J Ophthalmol. 2016;162:140–149.e1.

 75. Arevalo JF, Lasave AF, Arias JD, et al. Clinical applications of optical coher‑
ence tomography in the posterior pole: the 2011 Jose Manuel Espino 
Lecture—Part II. Clin Ophthalmol. 2013;7:2181–206.

 76. Kim YC, Shin JP. Spectral‑domain optical coherence tomography find‑
ings of tractional retinal elevation in patients with diabetic retinopathy. 
Graefes Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol. 2016;254:1481–7.

 77. Ono R, Kakehashi A, Yamagami H, et al. Prospective assessment of 
proliferative diabetic retinopathy with observations of posterior vitreous 
detachment. Int Ophthalmol. 2005;26:15–9.

 78. Sebag J. Diabetic vitreopathy. Ophthalmology. 1996;103:205–6.
 79. Mizukami T, Hotta Y, Katai N. Higher numbers of hyperreflective foci 

seen in the vitreous on spectral‑domain optical coherence tomographic 
images in eyes with more severe diabetic retinopathy. Ophthalmologica. 
2017;238:74–80.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub‑
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41433-019-0628-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41433-019-0628-3

	Optical coherence tomography features of neovascularization in proliferative diabetic retinopathy: a systematic review
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Objectives: 
	Data sources: 
	Study eligibility criteria, participants and interventions: 
	Study appraisal: 
	Results: 
	Limitations: 
	Conclusions: 

	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Tomographic features of NVCs
	NVD
	NVE

	Shared features of NVCs
	Tomographic evaluation of IRMA
	Additional findings
	Retinal nonperfusion areas
	Hemorrhage
	Vitreoschisis
	Traction


	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References




