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[bookmark: PART__1:_Comments]PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.
	This manuscript addresses an important and timely question regarding the potential cognitive effects of statin therapy in older adults—a topic of substantial clinical and public health relevance given the global rise in dementia prevalence and the widespread use of statins. By integrating data from both randomized controlled trials and observational studies, it provides a comprehensive and updated synthesis that clarifies a long-debated issue. The study contributes meaningfully to the literature by demonstrating the cognitive safety of statins while highlighting the need for further dedicated trials. Overall, the findings have implications for both clinicians and policymakers involved in the management of cardiovascular and
neurodegenerative diseases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Current title: “Statin Use and Risk of Cognitive Decline in Older Adults: Evidence from a Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis”
Assessment: The title is clear, concise, and appropriately reflects the study design and population. It accurately signals the scope (systematic review and meta-analysis) and the main research question. Alternative suggestion (optional):
“Effect of Statin Therapy on Cognitive Decline and Dementia Risk in Older Adults: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis”
(This version emphasizes “effect” and “therapy,” which may slightly enhance clarity for a clinical readership.)
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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 is comprehensive and well-structured, following PRISMA guidelines. It includes essential components—aim, design, data sources, methodology, main findings, and conclusions.
Suggestions for improvement:

Consider adding the PROSPERO registration number within the abstract (currently included in the main text only).

The Results section might be slightly condensed to emphasize the key numerical findings (primary pooled OR and main subgroup results) without over-detailing subgroup CIs.

You may also briefly highlight the clinical implication in the concluding sentence (e.g., “These findings support the continued clinical use of statins without concern for adverse cognitive effects.”).
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous. The inclusion/exclusion criteria, dual- reviewer screening, and use of validated bias assessment tools (RoB 2.0 and NOS) enhance reliability.
The statistical approach (random-effects, DerSimonian–Laird model) and heterogeneity assessment are appropriate.


The interpretation of findings is cautious and balanced, avoiding overstated conclusions.
Minor suggestion: In the Discussion, it could help to mention the possible influence of statin lipophilicity in a bit more detail, as this remains a point of clinical interest.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and include both foundational and very recent studies (up to 2025).
The inclusion of recent large-scale trials (ASPREE, STAREE, PREVENTABLE) and recent meta-analyses
	


Review Form 3


Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

	
	ensures the review is up to date. Optional additions:

Consider adding a recent mechanistic or neuroimaging-based study exploring statin effects on cerebral perfusion or amyloid burden to strengthen biological context
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is written in clear, formal, and grammatically correct English suitable for scholarly communication. The tone is professional and the structure follows academic conventions.
Minor editorial suggestions:
Ensure consistent capitalization of section headings (e.g., “Material and Methods” vs. “Materials and Methods”).


A brief proofreading pass could further smooth transitions between result subsections.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	This is a high-quality and methodologically sound systematic review and meta-analysis that addresses a clinically significant question. The study is well-organized, comprehensive, and appropriately balanced in its interpretation. With minor editorial refinements (streamlining the abstract, clarifying a few discussion points, and standardizing formatting), the manuscript would make a strong contribution to the field. It provides valuable reassurance about the cognitive safety of statins and highlights areas for future research.

Recommendation: Accept with minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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