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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This is an excellent review paper about the cellular models for human cardiomyopathy 

and which could be the best option.  This manuscript is nicely structured and well 

written.  I miss a schematic figure about the topic of comparison of the type of cells 

instead of tables with the comparisons I have no question about this manuscript. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

In the introduction, the Authors define the group of pathologies termed 'inborm errors 

of metabolism', including mitochondrial cardiomyopathies. The section Animal Models, 

although very short, correctly links to the current trend of reducing the use fo animals 

for the study of human diseases. The next section on cellular models of cardiovascular 
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disease discusses the techniques, applications and differences between immortalised 

cells, fibroblasts and induced pluripotent stem cells. The review is comprehensive, 

well-written and not only reports but also interprets, analyses and compares available 

data, suporting the conslusions about possible applications. The language is very clear 

and the text is easy to follow.  My only concern is about Figure 3 that graphically 

summarizes the protocol differentiation of iPSCs into cardiomyocytes. First, the legend is 

unclear. 'Cardiomyocyte differentiation' could mean differentiation of cardiomyocytes 

into another cell type, while here it is differentiation of other cells into cardiomyocytes 

that the Authors are discusing. Second, it is not clear whether the Authors can report this 

protocol published somewhere else by different research group, without permission. 
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