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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This manuscript introduces the development of CNS tumor model preparation and 

application from the perspective of three-dimensional models, which is of great value. 

However, the overall logic of the manuscript is not clear, and it fails to intuitively reflect 

the associations and differences between the 3D-sphere, organoids and brain chip 

models. In general, although the selected topic of the manuscript is good, there are still 

many areas that need to be revised. The details are as follows: 1. For the 3D-sphere 

model, simply summarize a table of CSC biomarkers for readers will be better. 2. It is 

necessary to supplement the comparison table of 3D-sphere model and organoids so that 

readers can choose the model in a targeted manner. 3. After the introduction, the 

common advantages of the 3D model compared to the 2d model should be summarized 

(such as the content of citations [28-34] in the manuscript) and cited (PMID: 33520358), 

so as to highlight the value of this review. 4. In addition, in my opinion, the chip model 

should be distinguished from the organoids. As you show in Figure 1, the 3D-sphere 

model, organoid and chip model should be the same level of model manufacturing 

solutions. 5. For each type of model, the manuscript should be divided in more detail. 

For example, the content could be further divided into modeling technology, application, 

and limitations, etc... In addition, if possible, I think that appropriate supplementation of 

the content of cell interaction in the tumor microenvironment may be more helpful to 

attract readers. 

 


