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Overall Article is Excellent 

This Article titled Physiological basis of memory dysfunction in Alzheimer’s disease – an overview   is well 

structured and correctly, presented. This Article is perfectly written and very well documented. There are no typing 

errors and the text is well written in clear and concise manner. The schemes, and tables are shown properly as well. 

The hypothesis and arguments are well formulated with meritorious conclusions based on valuable and actual 

literature. The conclusions confirm that the formed objective of the work was successfully finished. Thus, the 

researcher has gone from the statement of the problem to the recommendation for the solution of the problem, the 

complete cycle of a well-organized Article. 

However, they are some remarks which occurred to me and need to be explained in detail.  

In my opinion, for better understanding of the presented results and clarity of work performed through various Charts 

and tables and the reference sample should be introduced. To sum up, the article represents high level scientific 

work. It seems to be an interesting topic for all people All experiments are well arranged and measurements 

techniques and methods are correctly applied. It is generally well presented and very interesting to read. The 

explanations are suitable and focused on the relevant topics. It is noteworthy that the wide spectrum of work executed 

new research ideas. 

Finally, this article is graded as Excellent. 
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