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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The section provides a clear and concise overview of stem cell-based therapies and their significance in regenerative medicine. The distinction between different types of stem cells and their therapeutic potential is well noted.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Current Status of Stem Cell-Based Therapy" is generally clear and appropriate for a review or overview article. However, to enhance specificity and engage the reader more effectively, you may consider refining it based on the content’s focus. For example, For a more formal academic tone, "An Overview of the Current Status of Stem Cell-Based Therapy" would work well. The current title is suitable but somewhat generic. Consider specifying scope or focus (e.g., “Therapeutic Advances and Challenges in Stem Cell-Based Therapy”).
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Needs refinement.
Suggestion: it could better reflect specific findings or themes covered in the review. Including key conditions or mechanisms would improve precision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The discussion on stem cell mechanisms (e.g., paracrine signaling, immune modulation) could be expanded with more mechanistic insight or recent clinical outcomes. The risks and ethical issues are mentioned briefly but not explored in sufficient detail.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please update the manuscript by incorporating relevant studies and references from the last five years to reflect the most recent advancements in stem cell-based therapy, particularly in areas such as mesenchymal stem cell applications, induced pluripotent stem cells, and clinical trials for neurodegenerative and hematological disorders.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript requires careful English editing to correct grammatical errors, improve sentence flow, and eliminate redundancy. Examples:

“...it will bound to enhance...” → should be “...it is bound to enhance...”

Space needed between citations and punctuation, e.g., “therapies.(1)” → “therapies (1)”
	

	Optional/General comments


	Many references are inconsistently formatted. Ensure all are presented uniformly and follow the journal's referencing style.
All figures must be referenced in the text and accompanied by clear, descriptive legends. Ensure that all visuals are original or properly cited.

Major Comments:

1. The current title is suitable but somewhat generic. Consider specifying scope or focus (e.g., “Therapeutic Advances and Challenges in Stem Cell-Based Therapy”).

2. The manuscript requires careful English editing to correct grammatical errors, improve sentence flow, and eliminate redundancy. Examples:

· “...it will bound to enhance...” → should be “...it is bound to enhance...”

· Space needed between citations and punctuation, e.g., “therapies.(1)” → “therapies (1)”

3. Needs refinement. While the abstract highlights the scope, it could better reflect specific findings or themes covered in the review. Including key conditions or mechanisms would improve precision.

4. The introduction repeats information (e.g., on differentiation potential and regenerative properties) which could be streamlined. The section provides a clear and concise overview of stem cell-based therapies and their significance in regenerative medicine. The distinction between different types of stem cells and their therapeutic potential is well noted. However, the paragraph would benefit from improved coherence and organization. For example, the first sentence is lengthy and could be broken down for clarity. Additionally, there is some repetition regarding the role of stem cells in tissue repair. It may be helpful to consolidate similar ideas to enhance flow and reduce redundancy.

5. The discussion on stem cell mechanisms (e.g., paracrine signaling, immune modulation) could be expanded with more mechanistic insight or recent clinical outcomes.

6. Some sections would benefit from better transitions and signposting. For example, the “Opportunities, Obstacles, and Risks” section is overly brief and disconnected.

7. Ensure consistent formatting (e.g., bullet usage, font sizes in figures/tables).

8. Many references are inconsistently formatted. Ensure all are presented uniformly and follow the journal's referencing style (e.g., Vancouver).

9. All figures and tables must be referenced in the text and accompanied by clear, descriptive legends. Ensure that all visuals are original or properly cited. The tables must be cited in the separation column.

Minor Comments:

1. Add a “Future Perspectives” section to discuss emerging trends like gene-edited stem cells or organoid systems.

2. Check for typographical errors throughout (e.g., inconsistent use of punctuation).

Recommendation:

Major Revision – The manuscript covers an important and timely topic with substantial effort, but it requires significant revision for clarity, language, structure, and scientific depth before it can be considered for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

NA
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