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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The paper “Tissue protein carbonylation in aging: a strategic analysis of age-related protein 

modification” is carefully executed and clearly presented. The paper represents the study 

on the protein carbonylation in rat brain, heart and kidney during aging.   

I would  recommend  to  study  protein carbonylation in different parts of the brain 

separately instead  of whole  brain samples. I would also recommend to perform protein 

carbonylation assay on blood  serum samples as  it might  be  the biochemical parameter 

of  the  biological age. 

Noted. Thank you. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Line 38 :    please use symbol  (1O2) instead (1O2) Noted. Thank you. 

Optional/General comments 
 

none Noted. Thank you. 
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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

Noted. Thank you. 
 

 
 
 
 


