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REVIEWERS' COMMENTS:

Reviewer #1 (Remarks to the Author):

The authors have addressed the comments of the referees satisfactorily. The model of large
stroke used is complex and involves pharmacological manipulations. But this model is the
only one available to the authors and, in the final analysis, does indicate protection also in a
model with more extensive tissue injury.

Reviewer #2 (Remarks to the Author):

The authors have done a good job of addressing my concerns. I feel the paper will add
significant new knowledge for the stroke field. While there are some issues with the effects
of CREB in non-stroke animals (raised by reviewers), the authors explanations and logic for
why the plastic effects are significant for recovery were well taken.



