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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In this review article, The Author aims at summarizing the research efforts that has been 

pursued within the context of cell-based strategies potentially leading to sensory cell 

replacement in the adult cochlea. This is an interesting review study, providing the 

Readers with a thoroughly updated viewpoint on a matter that is no-doubt of highly 

relevant biological, clinical and social impact.  The various sections of the paper are 

well presented and interconnected among each other. The “Conclusions” section is 

further refining the overall presentation, and it is in keeping with the presented evidence.  

My only observation regards the lack of one or two graphical schemes guiding the 

Readers, especially the ones who are not directly involved in this specific field, to 

understand the major efforts/strategies, and their successful outcome, as well as the 

related drawback and the unmet target solution. I also believe that some figure should 

also be added to further highlight the major issues stressed by this review. 

 


