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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

Herbal medicines have been researched for a while, yet there are still ambiguous
about their toxicity and usage for treatment. In this study, the promising effect on
Alzheimer's disease treated by herb is certainly worthy of investigation, yet the
manuscript is not clearly written. Also, the figures in this manuscript make the
reader confused, for example, the author mentioned Bacopa monniera "root" but the
figure showed only its flower and leaves.

The author should add the chemical structure of all chemical constituents to the
manuscript. Moreover, they should categorize the pharmacological activity of these
herbs as atable in order to make it easier to understand.

Several herbs are suggested as potential therapeutic agents but their targets are still
unknown. In the conclusion section, | still can not find any relationship between a
major component of herbs and their treatment for AD. The author should clarify and
summarize this point in this section.

Minor REVISION comments

The manuscript contains a large amount of grammatical and syntax faults that make it very
difficult for smooth reading. The author should have been more careful, such as having
duplicate words “memory” in the keyword section.

Optional/General comments

| am also concerned about the figures in this manuscript which is qualified enough or not?
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