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	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)
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	Optional/General comments


	Thank you for the opportunity to review your manuscript. I have several comments and suggestions that I believe will improve the clarity and quality of your article.

1. Given that you are assessing acetylcholinesterase (AChE) activity and memory function, I believe the experimental design would be significantly strengthened by the inclusion of an OVX + donepezil group. This would provide a more robust positive control for your study.

2. Please provide a clear justification for the selection of the PERF doses (264 and 528 mg/kg). Explaining the criteria used to determine these specific concentrations will help readers understand the rationale behind your experimental design.

3. The manuscript would benefit from a dedicated section outlining the potential impact and practical applications of your study's findings.

4. Please include a discussion of the limitations or weaknesses of the study. Acknowledging these points will provide a more balanced and comprehensive view of your research.

5. In the "Methods" section, you mention using both rats and mice in the experiment. However, the "Results" section discusses the effects of PERF in either rats or mice, but not both. Please clarify which species was used for which part of the experiment to avoid confusion for the reader.
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