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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Studies like this hold immense value for post-menopausal women, a group often facing unique physical, emotional, and social challenges. As hormonal changes reshape their health landscape, targeted research can illuminate paths to better well-being. These findings offer not only medical insights but also empower women to make informed lifestyle choices. In a society where aging is frequently misunderstood or overlooked, such studies bring visibility and validation. They foster awareness, encourage dialogue, and promote more inclusive healthcare policies. Ultimately, research of this kind serves as a vital support system for a segment of society that deserves greater attention and care


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Neuroprotective and Cognitive-Enhancing Effects of a Phytoestrogen-Rich Fraction from Ochna schweinfurthiana Bark in a Rat Model of Menopause and Cholinergic Dysfunction
	

	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 needs to be slightly modified so that the reader of the abstract can quickly understand what the researcher did and what conclusions he or she reached.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this text is scientifically correct.

Why is Mice included in the Materials and Methods section?

Despite the fact that the writing of the material is very good, the figures and captions of the figures are not appropriate at all. A reader should understand what the researcher is saying by looking at each figure without referring to the text, but there is no trace of scopolamine administration in these figures. There is no good order in placing meaningful symbols on the curves. The axes of the curves should be written correctly. It is recommended that the graphs be drawn using Prism software. The grouping of animals should be stated more clearly in the Materials and Methods section. The cases marked with a yellow background in the manuscript file should be reviewed and corrected.
	

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

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is well written and acceptable with minor changes.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Yes Ethical approval was obtained from the Animal Ethical Committee of Enugu State University of Science and Technology (Approval number: ESUT/AEC/0169/AP204), where the animal studies were conducted.

	


Reviewer details:

Mehrdad Shahrani Korrani, Shahrekord University of Medical Sciences, Iran
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

