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	Cognitive dysfunction is one of the leading causes of disability and dependence in older adults and is a major economic burden on the public health system. The authors compared the potential of saponins, tanins and alkaloids- rich fractions of Bridelia micrantha on the histology of the prefrontal cortex of ketamine-induced cognitive dysfunction Wistar rats In this study, is investigated the effect of saponin, Tannins and alkaloids rich Bridelia micrantha on the cytoarchitecture of the prefrontal cortex of ketamine-induced cognitive Wistar rats. Thirty-six adult male Wistar rats were used for the testing. Authors have concluded that tannins-rich Bridelia micrantha showed ameliorative potentials compared to the saponin and alkaloid rich Bridelia micrantha in ketamine-induced cognitive dysfunction Wistar rats
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