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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Comments on How Old is Too Old? In vivo engraftment of human peripheral blood 

stem cells cryopreserved for up to 17 years - implications for clinical transplantation and 

stability programs  Introduction Clear and well written. Material and Methods Please, 

add a brief description of the freezing and thawing protocols Results It is not clear, why 

did authors randomly select 4 of 10 PBSC units and did not test all units (Tables 1 and 2). 

At the same time, was it a coincidence that the four randomly selected PBSC units came 

from the first four available (A to D)? Please, clarify. Discussion A little bit long, but 

adequate.  Tables: Commented. Abstract and Core tip: OK.  In summary. The 

manuscript needs minor edition to be suitable to be published. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The capacity of successfully store and thaw long-term cryopreserved products maybe is 

a key step for some autologous patients. In this study, the authors reported that PBSC 

could engraft after cryopreservation for mean of 17 years. The results showed that 

BFU-E growth was shown in 9 of 10 cryopreservation (range 13.6-18.3 years) PBSC units 

and CFU-GM growth in 7 of 10 units post-thaw. Immunodeficient mice transplanted 

with CD34+cells, picking randomly from the cryopreservation PBSC, and demonstrated 

with the presence of 34±24% human CD45+ cells and its differentiation at 12 weeks. The 

growth of erythroid and myeloid colonies was also found in the harvested bone marrow 

from all mice. But, I also have some comments:  1.There are several stem cells sources 

with great properties, such as umbilical cord blood stem cells and bone marrow 

mesenchymal stem cells, as significant candidates for stem cell transplantation in clinic 

treatment. Is it essential to investigate the properties of long-term cryopreserved PBSC in 

clinical trials? 2.A new life hematopoiesis function of immunodeficient patient. It needs 

more results to support the engraftment results in the report. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors made all of the changes recommended by the reviewers. Modifications and 

clarifications of the manuscript are welcome and appropriate. I think it is now suitable to 

be published. 

 

INITIAL REVIEW OF THE MANUSCRIPT 

Google Search:  

[  ] The same title 

[  ] Duplicate publication 

[  ] Plagiarism 

[ Y ] No 

 

BPG Search: 

[  ] The same title 

[  ] Duplicate publication 

[  ] Plagiarism 

[ Y ] No 

 


