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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In general the mini review is interesting and contributes with specific relevant information in the area
that I think it will be appreciated by other researchers. My only suggestion is to add a table that
comparing BM versus UC fibroblast main characteristics.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors briefly reviewed the confusing recent literatures about the UC-MSC, especially about
their immunophenotype, gene expression profile, and differentiation potential, comparing with
BM-MSC. The authors also discussed the potential underlying reasons for the confusion, and the
future directions for the field. The review is concise, timely and valuable, but could be better if the
language had been polished by a native English speaker. Also, I suggest the authors take some time
to summarize the major differences and the similarities of UC-MSC and BM-MSC into a single table,
so that the readers can recognize and understand the points easily. I noticed an obvious typos
“Nestin-GFP reporter mousse”




