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Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
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revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
Thanks	for	this	valuable	research,	here	are	a	few	tips	for	the	authors;	
1-	There	are	a	number	of	grammatical	errors.	
2-	lines	73,	178	and	191,	are	ADSCs	multipotent	or	pluripotent?	
3-	line	196,	what	does	it	mean	“this	problem	is	maintained	by	the	ability	of	ADSCs	to	reduce
ROS	which	increases	self-renewal	capacity	of	NSC	and	neurogenesis	…”	
Thanks.	

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC,	
The	manuscript	needs	revision.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

14	Feb	2021

27	Feb	2021

3	Mar	2021
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Dear	Authors,	
Minor	revision	is	needed.	
Thanks.
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Revision	(1)

Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Dear Editor-in-Chief,

Thank you so much for giving us the opportunity to improve and resubmit our manuscript, ID 
JSSC-109466, entitled “Efficacy of Adipose-Derived Stem Cells as a Potential Cellular Therapy 
of Alzheimer: A Comprehensive Systematic Review” to the Journal of Skin and Stem Cell. The 
manuscript has been revised according to the comment of the reviewer.

We would like to thank the reviewer for their constructive and competent criticism. We hope you 
will find our responses and revisions to this manuscript acceptable for further consideration and 
possible publication in the Journal of Skin and Stem Cell.

Sincerely yours,

Imam Rosadi

Scientific Director, HayandraLab

Biology Department, Faculty of Mathematics and Natural Sciences, Mulawarman University

Jakarta, Indonesia
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Reviewer reports:

Reviewer 1:
Thanks for your valuable research, here are a few tips;
Q: 1- There are a number of grammatical errors.

R: Thank you, the corrections in manuscript were fixed.

 

Q: 2- lines 73, 178 and 191, are ADSCs multipotent or pluripotent?

R: Thank you for your correction, ADSCs mostly has been reported as multipotent stem cells 
while some study stated it as pluripotent due to their capability to differentiate into many types of
cells. However, in this manuscript, we change pluripotent to multipotent. 

 
Q: 3- line 196, what does it mean “this problem is maintained by the ability of ADSCs to reduce 
ROS which increases self-renewal capacity of NSC and neurogenesis …”

R: This line means that ROS can induce neural stem cell and ADSCs to differentiate into neuron,
however,  ROS  also  toxic  for  newly  differentiated  neuron  resulting  cell  death.  Interestingly,
ADSCs can inhibit and reduce ROS and increase self-renewal capacity of NSC through other
pathway (NADPH oxidase and PI3K/Akt pathway). We already changed the statement as below: 

Interestingly, ADSCs have ability to reduce ROS and increase self-renewal capacity of NSC that 
leads neurogenesis through NADPH oxidase and PI3K/Akt pathway.25,32
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Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	AE,	
Thanks	for	the	appropriate	answers.	The	amendments	were	acceptable.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	EIC	
Based	on	the	authors'	answers	to	the	reviewers'	comments,	the	reviewer(s)	have
recommended	publication.	
Kind	regards.	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	Author,	
The	document	is	reviewed	carefully	by	the	reviewers.	According	to	their	comments	and	your
revisions	as	requested,	this	manuscript	is	accepted.	
Thanks.	

4	Apr	2021

19	May	2021

19	May	2021
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