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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript quality is good overall.  The problems that require correction prior to 

publication are: 1.  English spelling and grammatical errors in all parts of the 

manuscript. 2.  It is better to "create" than form the organoids. 3.  Remove colloquial 

language, such as "disaster in a dish" this is not scientifically acceptable. 4.  The title is 

not attractive to readers. I suggest it be changed to:  "Creating Rat hepatocyte organoids 

as an in vitro model to investigate liver disease and test for drug screening." 5.  I 

suggest removing the first sentence of the introduction, since it is confusing and 

meaningless. 6.  In the methods please include the IACUC approval number, and 

describe how many animals were used, and describe the sex and species of animals, and 

the methods of euthanasia. 7.  In the methods, please describe how many 

samples/replicates of each experiment were performed. 8.  In the discussion, remove 

the words "in summary." 9.  In the figures, please lighten the dark figures to show DAPI 

staining more clearly. 

 


