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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In the manuscript titled Is Mandible derived MSCs superior in proliferation and
regeneration to long bone-derived MSCs,Madhan Jeyaraman et al performed mandible
derived MSCs,long bone-derived MSCs and their characteristics respectively and
demonstrated a higher rate of proliferation and high osteogenic potential for M-MSCs as
compared to long-bones MSCs.This study are valuable for the understanding of
mandible derived MSCs and long bone-derived MSCs and their advantages and
limitations in order to facilitate the selection of appropriate BMSCs for bone defect repair
and regeneration.However, This article only compares the proliferation and regeneration
of mandible derived MSCs and long bone-derived MSCs,without contrasting their
mechanisms.Therefore,minor revision has to be done before this manuscript could be
accepted for publication in the World Journal of Methodology. My detailed comments
are as follows: (1) It is best to add what keywords and how to find the articles in the
review. (2) The data in Table 1 can be written by year. (3) The part with the same data
in “Cell expression” of Table I may not be listed. (4) Only F-MSCs is described in part
“In vitro evidence in lineages of long bone-derived MSCs”,and some other literature on
long bone-derived MSCs can be added. (5) Is it possible to add the author's own views

on the development direction of this field in “ Authors Opinions”.
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The subject of this manuscript was novel and interesting. The reviewer found a few
papers worth mentioning besides the ones cited, but given the scoup of this manuscript,

their absence was of no concern.




