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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Recommendation: Revision required.

Comments:

1. Abstract: Abstract is fine except few abbreviated words has been used which is not recommended.

2. Keywords: Correctly describing the manuscript content.

3. Introduction: Correctly stated.

4. Body:

i. On what basis the dose of the plant extract was decided? Did the researchers have performed acute toxicity studies? It is nowhere mentioned.

ii. Mice brain of the mentioned body weight is approximately 0.4g. Hippocampus is a very small part of the brain. How can it weigh 50% (i.e. 0.2g) of the whole brain?

iii. No reference and method of study was mentioned for Phytochemical analysis.

iv. 28, 70, 140, and 280 mg/kg dose of extract was used but many graphs mentioned CB80, CB70, CB140 and CB280.

v. Why in piracetam group, amnesia is not induced?

vi. In open field test ethyl alcohol (70°C) was mentioned, it should be 70°P (P for Proof).

5. Discussion: Modest.

6. Conclusion: Antiamnesic activity should be given more weightage.
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