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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors have asked some interesting questions and they have compared the fetal versus adult
MSC:s for their ability to express transgenes via viral and non-viral vectors, and their differentiation
capability. It is a very good study. Conclusions are supported by their data. However, there is a
major problem with their data presentation, thus a major revision (rewriting the Results section) is
needed. Major critic: The Results section was very, very poorly written. The discussion of data
and the order of data presentation do not go hand-in-hand. (1). Page 12. Figure 2 I-L was cited
before Fig. 2 A-H. (2). There is only one panel in Figure 3, not figure 3 A and B as cited on page 12.
(3). Figure 4. They started by discussing Fig. 4E, then Fig. 4D, and never talked about Fig. 4 A-C,
F-H. (4). Fig. 7A-B data have never been discussed. (5). The tables are not presented in order. It
was cited in the order of Table, 1, 3, 4, and then 2.  One of the very basic roles in presentation of data
is to follow the order. Please spend some major effort to rewrite the results section. = Minor points:
(1). pcDNA3-emGFP or pcDNA3-eGFP? It seems to be pcDNA3-eGFP, unless you have used
pCDNAG6.2/EmGFP (created only recently by a company).  (2). Page 13, line 3. What are efMSCs
and eaMSCs?  They have not been defined.




