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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript review paper idea is good. It is important to address the underlying pathology of AD rather than just addressing the alleviating symptoms. Lecanemab represents a paradigm shift in treatment approaches. The authors must also look at the drawbacks of leqembi drug as it has got a lot of side- effects in the recent times in USA. Please refer to more clinical trials done by EISAI and Biogen. They have also planned on discontinuing the drug. It would be better to put a crosstalk on it in the risk heading part. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Please rephrase the title of the article as it seems to be not clear to me. You can use a title like 

Lecanemab: A Targeted Approach to Beta Amyloid Reduction in Alzheimer’s Disease (If you are more focused on Lecanemab which I feel the manuscript is mostly talking about)
	

	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.


	There are few minor changes I would like the authors to do to the abstract
1. Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is a progressive neurodegenerative disorder that affects the patient’s quality of life. The first sentence could be more engaging and precise. Instead of just stating that AD affects the quality of life. Please mention its prevalence and impact.  

2. The current regime of drugs. Rephrase the sentence to currently available treatments

3. thereby addressing the pathology of the monoclonal antibodies being explored for AD. Rephrase the sentence to thereby addressing the underlying pathology, unlike previous symptomatic treatments are being explored for AD.

4. The transition from discussing Lecanemab’s FDA approval to directly clinical properties feels very abrupt. Please add a sentence bridging these two points. 

5. The abstract mentions both a broad overview of AD and a specific focus on Lecanemab. Make it clearer if the primary goal is to review Lecanemab or to provide a general overview of AD.

6. Sets it apart from the other monoclonal antibodies. This sentence could be expanded, highlight on how it differs.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript seems to be scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please also refer the below article for better understanding 
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2. Vitek GE, Decourt B, Sabbagh MN. Lecanemab (BAN2401): An anti-beta-amyloid monoclonal antibody for the treatment of Alzheimer disease. Expert Opin Investig Drugs 2023;32:89-94.

3. Withington CG, Turner RS. Amyloid-related imaging abnormalities with anti-amyloid antibodies for the treatment of dementia due to Alzheimer’s disease. Front Neurol 2022;13:862369.

4. Srivastav, Saumya (2025) "Leqembi: A Breakthrough in the Treatment of Alzheimer's Disease: A Mini Report," Indian Journal of Health Sciences and Biomedical Research KLEU: Vol. 18: Iss. 1, Article 4.
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please do some minor changes to my given comments 

1. In introduction line 4 you mentioned the sentence The most frequent cause of dementia is Alzheimer’s disease. This is very confusing as you have introduced a new term dementia here, either you give two line background on dementia or omit that sentence. 
2. In introduction line 5 omit word condition rewrite as Early signs include…
3. In introduction line 18 rephrase the sentence to executive and spatial function. 

4. In causes and contributing variables of Alzheimer’s disease section. Please elaborate on the genes which are normally present in the modification of the tau proteins and beta amyloid proteins. Talk about the abnormality in these proteins and the genes which are involved in the Alzheimer’s formation. Please explain the biomechanical pathway in brief at least for the genetic components part as it gets confusing. 
5. In the risk factors, it would be better if you would make a table with headings risk factors, acquired and lifestyle influences, cognitive and behavioural aspect and just write them in paragraphs rather than writing in points.
6. Epidemiology you started with dementia, please explain the term in your introduction first and then tell that Alzheimer’s is a type of dementia. If you do so, don’t mention dementia in this part and directly explain the epidemiology of AD.
7. After Epidemiology, you have directly shifted to Lecanemab, please talk about the treatment modalities which are available and clinically practised and then start with the Lecanemab new method of treatment and how it is different from the traditional method.

8. Refer my point 4, Explain the beta amyloid protofibrils, why it is important in Alzheimer’s formation first then it would be easier to understand the Lecanemab part. 
9. In conclusion please talk about the discontinuation of this Lecanemab drug even after the FDA approval. 
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