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 The entire manuscript requires thorough check for grammatical errors.  
Hence it needs to be revised. 
 
1. Please rewrite your aim and scope of the study in the introduction part of 
the manuscript. 
2. In the discussion part of the results, the authors have to add references and 
justification for demonstrating that additional stimulation of RM during 
hyperglycemia lead to decrease in carbonyl stress. 
3. What could be the reason for this decrease in carbonyl stress? Give 
appropriate answers. 
4. Kindly give the rationale for choosing this study. 
5. The peculiarities of the studies need to be highlighted in the discussion 
part with adequate justification as the title indicates. Justify the novelty of 
the study. 
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