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DESCRIPTION
Stem cell therapy is being considered as a potential therapeutic 
option for a variety of degenerative disorders, including 
Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis (ALS). Despite fundamental 
studies on this treatment in ALS, the mechanism of action of the 
transplanted cells remains unknown. It's also unknown which 
cells to employ (bone marrow, fat, tooth pulp, etc.) or the best 
way to administer them. Furthermore, clinical studies with 
mesenchymal stem cells have not been conclusively demonstrated 
as an alternative treatment in ALS or any other 
neurodegenerative illness. Considering the scientific evidence, 
multiple clinical trials for stem cell therapies for neurological 
illnesses have been done in recent years, giving birth to what is 
known as "cellular tourism." This occurrence has sparked fears 
and responses among scientists. These therapies must be used in 
accordance with good clinical practise principles in research, 
evidence-based methodology, and international ethical and 
scientific recommendations.

The introduction of novel Cell And Gene-Based Treatments 
(CGTs) based on cutting-edge technology has lately accelerated. 
Long-term efforts in publically sponsored biomedical research 
have yielded ground-breaking treatment options for people 
suffering from terrible and life-threatening illnesses. Human 
genome editing technologies, enhanced transposon systems, and 
synthetic immunoreceptors, such as Chimeric Antigen Receptor 
(CAR) T cell and natural killer cell designed immunotherapies, 
are examples of transformative gene-based therapeutic 
techniques. Cancer has been a primary disease target, with the 
treatment of B cell malignancies generating convincing clinical 
outcomes, culminating in the approval of many CAR T cell 
treatments by the FDA. Concurrently, extensive study into solid 
tumour indications is being conducted. Rare illnesses are also 
popular candidates for gene therapy and gene editing 
technologies. Based on these scientific breakthroughs, next-
generation CGTs are projected to become therapy choices for a 
broader range of illnesses. Furthermore, while these medications 
have mostly targeted individuals with severe diseases to far, future 
therapies may be offered at earlier disease stages, perhaps as 
primary therapeutic choices. We outline some of the challenges

inherent in CGT evidence creation and research repeatability 
and urge coordinated work to solve them.

To assist decision making and enable the translation of 
promising discoveries into effective therapies, developers, 
regulators, funders, and payers involved in the development and 
delivery of next-generation CGTs must rely on rigorous evidence 
of their benefits and dangers. Inadequate data on comparative 
efficacy has resulted in the withdrawal of numerous CGTs from 
the European Union (EU) market, mostly owing to inability to 
meet national reimbursement standards. This is due, in part, to 
CGTs' distinctive characteristics, such as heterogeneity in 
treatment response and toxicities, targeting rare diseases with low 
patient accrual and a lack of suitable comparators in clinical 
trials, and the need for long-term safety and efficacy follow-up 
studies, among others. Importantly, the method of action for 
gene treatments in many situations is based on creating 
permanent modifications to human cells and tissues, which raises 
the potential of unanticipated and delayed adverse consequences. 
As a result, regulatory authorities need developers to perform 
long-term patient follow-up, which amounts to 15 years of 
observation, with the appropriate infrastructure in place to 
gather longitudinal patient data, such as through patient 
registries. Furthermore, CGTs are seldom offered as "off the 
shelf" medicines and must be personalised, resulting in 
significant development costs; hence, patient and health care 
provider accessibility becomes a concern.

CONCLUSION
CGT prices are often elevated on the basis of their high 
development costs and anticipated curative value as a one-time 
treatment. Furthermore, the clinical advantages of curative 
medicines are fraught with uncertainty, confounding their 
assessment using standard economic evaluation methods such as 
cost-effectiveness analysis, which may necessitate methodological 
recalibration. As a regulatory requirement, ensuring and 
monitoring long-term data collecting through post-approval 
research and surveillance can assist overcome this constraint. 
Data should be gathered and curated where possible to allow 
access and analysis by independent investigators.
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