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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

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. Why do 
you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

      It is very crucial and vital topic. Recently, Alzheimer's disease and other dementias are 
becoming more common due to an aging population. The number of people affected is 
expected to grow significantly, putting an additional strain on individuals, families, and the 
healthcare system. Therefore, effective research, studies, and programs are critical to 
managing this growing public health challenge. It helps create a more effective and 
responsive public health approach to one of the most pressing challenges facing the 
aging population, and also the current research support the caregivers leading to more 
effective interventions and potentially new therapies. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Acceptable and informative enough   

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you 
suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this 
section? Please write your suggestions here. 

 

   The abstract is comprehensive, but it should have one clear major aim only. Information 
about the sample must be mentioned before mentioning the data collection methods.  The 
initial letters of the keywords should be capitalized.  

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes they are. 
 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that 
this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically 
sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required 
for this part. 

In sum, the research design and the selected approaches respect the template and 
guidelines of the journal. Yet problems of indentation through all parts of the work are 
detected, missing some of the methodological instructions. Further, one remarkable note, 
is the successive use of too long paragraphs. For instance, you cannot have a paragraph 
of more than ten sentences. In your work, you have used many very long ones. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention 
them in the review form. 
 

Is a good and well documented work.  Very rich bibliography recent, varied, and updated. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable 
for scholarly communications? 

 

 
Only few mistakes, or let’s say errors in grammar. For example, using “was” instead of 
“were” when speaking about Alzheimer and dementia.  
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Overall, this topic is critical for driving new research and innovation in Alzheimer care and 
treatment, leading to more effective interventions and potentially new therapies. 
Additionally, evaluating these efforts helps determine if is crucial for early diagnosis and 
support. By the end, minor revision and organization of the work they are successfully 
raising awareness, reducing stigma, and educating the about dementia public, which is 
required. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
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