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We thank the reviewers for their valuable comments and we are pleased that we have the chance to submit our revised manuscript. Herewith we provide a point-to-point response to the comments of all reviewers and modified the manuscript accordingly. In the manuscript phrases in red are additions or changes.

Reviewer 2.
1. Cell culture section: How did the authors choose the TGF-b and PDGF-BB experimental concentration and time? How did they exclude a different sensitivity to the stimuli among the different cell types?
The choice for TGF and PDGF concentrations and time incubations were based on experience with various fibroblast cell cultures including HSC cultures. Furthermore, TGF 5 ng/ml and PDGF 50 ng/ml are very commonly used in the field.
2. Just a curiosity: LX2 cell line has been reported (PMID: 15591520 - Xu, L Gut 2005) that must be cultured in low FBS medium (1%) to avoid activation, the 10% FBS in the medium used in the present study could not affect the basal activation status of this cell line?
When experimental studies with LX2 cell assessing effects on the quiescent state, the reviewer is right. However, in our experiments we studied the LX2 cells in the activated state and 10% FBS culture medium serves this purpose the best. 
3. Precision-cut liver slices section:  could the authors mention how many different donors have been used for the preparations of the PCLS used for these analyses? It would be useful to report in this section which concentrations of TGF-b and PDGF-BB have been used for the stimulation of the PCLS.
[bookmark: _GoBack]We added this to the M&M section page 3, line 125 and 130.
4. In the section reporting the modulation of fibrotic response authors refer to the differences in the gene expression in % vs unstimulated controls, while in the graphs (figure 2) the data is plotted as folds of induction. In order to help the interpretation would be useful to unify the criteria. 
To clarify this, we added additional information in the M&M section page 3 lines 147-149.
5. Regarding the expression of some genes, for instance, CCL5 and PPARG in primary HSC; or CCL5 in TWNT-4: from table S1 I can infer that the expression levels were undetectable and that TGF-b and PDGF-BB stimulation did not induce any difference. If this assumption is correct would be useful to mention it in the main text. 
We included this in the legends of Figure 2 (lines 221-222) and Figure S1 (lines 355-356) and is visible in the overview figure 3 (in dark grey boxes). 
6. -Figure 2C and 2H: Authors are requested to put the respective cell names on the y-axis of the graphs.
-Figure 4C: PCLS should be added in the y-axis
-Supplementary Figure S1 C and G: please add the cell line’s name in each y-axis
We changed the abovementioned figures in the revised manuscript according to the suggestions of the reviewer.

