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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences 
regarding the importance of this 
manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for 
this part. 
 

Important area of study, mostly due to the complex 
interactions between retinoids, hormone signaling, and 
metabolic processes in crustaceans. 
 In the context of S. serrata, this research is particularly 
relevant because it helps in understanding how retinoic 
acid (RA) influences glucose metabolism and the potential 
involvement of Crustacean Hyperglycemic Hormone 
(CHH). 
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