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	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.


	The manuscript treated a widespread disease (this will help a huge amount of population worldwide). Preventing the occurence of a disease needs studying its causes “this is what this work aims to” this raise number of readers of the manuscript and increase interest towards this article. 
This work boosts works about the tools used for an early detection of biomarkers and ensuring this way ‘timely therapeutic intervention’.
Interest of the author to details as reaching rural populations with lighter tools testing their mental abilities for an earlier diagnosis is exceptional compared to various reviews.

Only if the author will give his opinion regarding main factors accelerating this disease and if possible statistics/algorithms of each populatation relating alterations with main factors.

Discussing important points about limitations add more to this manuscript.   
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title matches as well with the manuscript, it hints that the manuscript has more chance to be worldly read; and it is so attractive.
                                     
	

	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.


	I suggest the indication of the resources of the documentation as we used to find in review articles. As positive point the citation of relating different types of factors and their altering various levels of the human cells and appeared on markers.                                                                               
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, citation of some genes characterised each population will fasten future studies and precise their focus ‘will limit lavished efforts’. True lived causes of the demantia as chronic stress, diets high in carbohydrates, satured fats contrary to what expected ‘undernourishment’ as the frequency of disease in low and middle-income countries; will help people to avoid such factors and lower risks to be affected. This will highlights other points in Europe and American nutrition based on Alcohol, GMOs, junk food and preserves.
Resume of the variations at different levels helped for understanding the deep of alterations influenced dimentia’ patients.

High frequency of the disease in Europe and America compared to Asia and Africa avoid the possibility of relating the disease factors to illiteracy, this will attract attention to sociological lifestyle lived in Africa and Asia. Even the illiteracy, only occupations and social-interactions helped them! this will turn interest on chemical studies as diet.

Differences in biomarkers are best proof for the faithful of the studies carried before, as different populations with different lifestyles could result in only a unique possibility that differences in biomarkers.
Interest of the author with tools used for biomarkers as MRI and PET and recent technologies(Smartphones, remote cognitive testing and wearables sensors) for reaching rural populations, are all accepted and known techics. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.
Reptition of reference 13 in 14, 21 in 22 and 27 in 28.                                
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	/
	


	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? 


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

No
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