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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
In this manuscript, the role of the bone marrow microenvironment and mesenchymal

stem cells in the progression of multiple myeloma was discussed. It's a well-written

manuscrpt and does give a detailed description of the major advances in this research

direction, which is helpful to readers. However, there's still one issue which should be

addressed. 1. A table of the key references (year, authors, conclusion, etc) should be

provided. So, acceptance after minor revision should be recommended for this

manuscript.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The authors reviewed the interaction between MM cells and the bone marrow

microenvironment, and specifically bone marrow mesenchymal stem cells (BM-MSCs),

which has a key role in the pathophysiology of Multiple Myeloma (MM). This article

expounds the therapeutic potential of two-way communication and two-way regulation

between MM cells and BM-MSCs in the progression of MM from three aspects,

providing new ideas for clinical treatment. The article had specific clinical research value.

However, the article’s content was insufficient, and many substantive problems need to

be solved. My detailed comments are as follows: If the article is written according to

the PRISMA 2009 Checklist, please provide the completed checklist and write the article

according to the list. Abstract The abstract should summarize the full text in concise

and standard language, please modify the expression. INTRODUCTION The

introduction should include the epidemiological status of MM, the status of clinical

medication and the limitations of existing treatment. Simplify the language in the

introduction. Part of the content can be discussed in the discussion section. SOLUBLE

FACTORS IN THE COMMUNICATION BETWEEN BM-MSCs AND MM CELLS. It is
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suggested to arrange the paragraphs reasonably or discuss the contents in sub-sections.

Enhance the logical association between paragraphs, or use tables to assist in expression.

A summary should be added at the end of this section to briefly review the contents of

the previous article to lead to the following. EXTRACELLULAR

VESICLES-MEDIATED COMMUNICATION BETWEEN BM-MSCs AND MM CELLS.

It is suggested to increase the connection between paragraphs. It is suggested to briefly

summarize the two-way communication mechanism and what kind of key role it has

played. DISCUSSION The discussion is not deep enough. Figure Please provide

high-definition pictures
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Peer-Review: [ Y] Anonymous [ ] Onymous

Conflicts-of-Interest: [ ] Yes [ Y] No

SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The manuscript entitled “Role of the Bone Marrow Microenvironment and

Mesenchymal stem cells in the progression of Multiple Myeloma" appears to be

interesting, but there are many flaws and concerns in it. Study can be greatly improved if

following suggestions are incorporated. 1. Title: the title is not appropriate. I

suggest making it up. 2. Some references are missing. For example, “A key

characteristic of MM is the infiltration into and the colonization of the BM, one of the

two primary lymphoid organs.”; “The bone lesions, resulting from the stimulation of

bone resorption by B-cell plasmacytomas, are associated with hypercalcemia and often,

severe bone pain and bone fractures.” ; “While the initiation of a tumor mainly depends

on the accumulation of genetic defects, the transition from a premalignant to a malignant

state highly relies on the interaction of the tumor cell with a permissive

microenvironment that would support the malignant transformation and the

proliferation of the tumor cells, aiding them to evade apoptosis.” 3. In order to

make the paper more interesting to read, I suggested that the authors could add one

graphical abstract to the manuscript. 4. In order to make the paper more

interesting to read, I suggested that the authors could also add several figures and tables

to the manuscript. 5. I suggest including clear limitations of the present study in

the discussion.
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