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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.
	· The article includes valuable information about the importance of the current study for conducting many studies
· The article contains information that is useful to many researchers in several specializations such as histology, physiology, pollutants, and others
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	●The aim is clear
●The title is informative and relevant
The title is informative and relevant, and the aim of the study is clear. But it need change
	

	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 research is clearly outlined
· the research is justified given what is already known about the topic
· Abstract represents the main objectives of this study.
· The citation style format was correctly written
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· All previous studies are showed from multiple angles and placed into context without being over-interpreted
· It is answer the aims of the study
· As well as, it was supporting by recently references
· Overall, the review of this study was successful in understanding the current study
· The conclusion was addressed aims and summarised main idea of this study
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are:
Relevant Recent
Referenced correctly
appropriate key studies are included
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	English language was a good quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications
Some sentences was not clear so the scientist must be modify it
	

	Optional/General comments
	· The current study was design appropriate to the aim
· this study adding to what was already known on this topic

The title is clear and directly related to the content of the study. However, it could be
more specific. Instead of "Diagnosis of neurodegenerative disorders by
Integrating PET, MRI, and EEG data with machine learning"
Keywords: The manuscript it lacks keywords
Abstract: The introduction could benefit from better organization and clarity.
However, it is rather long; many parts of it should be shortened.
Clarity and Structure: The introduction could benefit from better organization and
clarity. Consider breaking down the information into sub-sections such as mention on
the effects of PET in different biological studies.
Use of Abbreviations: Some abbreviations were not mention when they first appear in
the text.
Context and Justification: While this introduction provides information about on the
effects of PET in different biological studies, it lacks a clear statement on 
what gap in the literature it aims to fill. As a reviewer, I would
recommend the authors to provide a clear rationale for the study and articulate the
research question or objective of the study towards the end of the introduction.
Contextual Detail: For the review, the authors could provide more detail about how
PET effects on many organs such as nervous system, glands and digestive
system ....etc
In addition, the researcher dealt with many figures and tables, but he did not mention
to them in the review. The article also lacks sources, as large parts of the speech
were mentioned without reference to a reference
Reference: The APA way must be followed in writing reference
	















PART 2:


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	NO
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	NO
	

	
If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	NO
	




	PART 3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:

	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”




	PART 4: Objective Evaluation:

	Guideline
	MARKS of this manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript ( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0 )
Guideline:
Accept As It Is: (>9-10) Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8) Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback
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