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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.
	This manuscript gives a valuable contribution to malaria research by integrating a WHO-approved database with a rigorous multi-criteria scoring system to identify novel Plasmodium falciparum therapeutic targets. The emphasizing on the intraerythrocytic stage is particularly relevant, as this is the phase directly linked to clinical symptoms and transmission potential. The study’s computational approach accelerates the drug discovery pipeline while minimizing cost, making it a useful reference for future in silico–driven drug target prioritization in neglected tropical diseases. Furthermore, by highlighting specific proteins with strong therapeutic promise, it
provides a focused foundation for downstream experimental validation and structure-based drug design.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Current title: In silico identification of promising therapeutic targets of Plasmodium falciparum
The title is suitable but could be slightly refined to reflect the focus on prioritization and the intraerythrocytic stage.
Suggested alternative:
· 	“Prioritization of Promising Therapeutic Targets in Plasmodium falciparum Using In Silico Multi- Criteria Scoring”
· “Target Prioritization for Antimalarial Drug Discovery: An In Silico Study on Plasmodium falciparum
Intraerythrocytic Stage”
	

	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, clearly stating aims, methods, key findings, and conclusions. However:
It could briefly mention the total number of proteins screened before narrowing down to sixteen to give more scope context.
The limitations are discussed in the main text but not hinted at in the abstract—one brief sentence acknowledging the need for experimental validation would strengthen scientific rigor.
Minor point: replace “help overcome drug resistance” with “may contribute to overcoming drug resistance” to avoid overstatement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with an appropriate methodology, clearly stated criteria, and well-justified scoring system. The use of multiple bioinformatics tools, orthology screening, and structural analysis ensures robustness. The limitations are openly acknowledged, which strengthens credibility. No major methodological
flaws detected.
	

	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 mostly recent (2021–2025), with inclusion of key WHO and malaria literature.
Possible additions:
Recent reviews on in silico drug target validation in protozoan parasites (for broader comparative context).
A recent structural biology paper on PfCRT mutations and drug resistance (for further support of one highlighted target).
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English is clear, scholarly, and suitable for academic publication. Minor grammatical refinements (e.g., “in silico” spacing consistency, occasional overlong sentences) could improve readability, but overall, the language is
good.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This manuscript gives a well-structured and methodologically rigorous in silico study aimed at identifying and prioritizing potential therapeutic targets in Plasmodium falciparum, with an highlights on the intraerythrocytic stage. The integration of the WHO-approved TDR Targets database with a custom multi-criteria scoring system is a notable strength, as it gives transparent and reproducible prioritization of candidates. The study gives a highly relevant global health issue—malaria drug resistance—by giving a focused shortlist of targets that could serve as the foundation for experimental drug discovery.
The methods are clearly described, the selection criteria are scientifically justified, and the discussion section shows a balanced understanding of the limitations of computational predictions. The inclusion of recent and relevant literature further supports the study’s credibility. While the language is overall clear, minor editorial refinements could improve readability, and the abstract could be slightly expanded to include scope context and a brief limitation statement. These adjustments would make the manuscript even more impactful and accessible to the broader research community.
Minor Revision — Mainly for slight abstract improvement, optional title refinement, and small language adjustments.
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