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Comments to the authors:  

General comments: 

This work is very practical and some interesting and significant results have been presented. The major 

weakness is the limited novelty of the approach because of many previous literature. 

 

Specific comments are given below: 

Introduction: PLGA should be explained. 

Methods: please check the unit 1000 r/min. 

GFAP full name should appear first. 

What is "GRAP"? 

Neuro tube should be replaced by "nerve conduit" (Neuro tube is a commercial product) 

Results: FG is not explained. 

Discussion: Please remove the subtitles. Also, please compare the recovery rate (myelin number) with 

that in the existing literature.  

Figures: Please check the labels in the figures 1a-1d scale bar missing; 1e: missing *; 2a: Y axis 

missing; 3a-b, 4a-b, 5a-b: scale bars all missing. 


