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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

My comments include the following 
1. The article is very voluminous and is more like a part of a book. The content should be more 
concise 
2. There is no need to mention both white and brown stem cells when talking about adipose 
tissue stem cells. It is better to summarize stem cells derived from adipose tissue as the title. 
2. It is better that the photos given in the article are from your own impressions according to 
the subject being studied, not copies from other places and referring to it. 
3. It is better to prepare the clinical findings of the use of FGF in the form of a table, which you 
can use from the clinical trial governmentsite (clinicaltrials.gov), which is a reliable site. 
4. Adding the word Study 1 or 2 in the text has no meaning, the same reference is sufficient. 

5. It is better to summarize the diseases treated with ADSCs in a table and avoid bringing the text. In 
the case of T-cell, it is observed that it should be corrected. 
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