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	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it leverages advanced in silico approaches to systematically identify and prioritize novel therapeutic targets in Plasmodium falciparum, addressing a critical need for new antimalarial strategies. By focusing on the intraerythrocytic stage a key phase in parasite survival and pathogenesis, the study provides valuable insights into potential drug targets that could disrupt malaria progression and combat rising drug resistance. The integration of bioinformatics tools and a rigorous scoring system enhances the reliability of the findings, offering a streamlined framework for future drug discovery efforts. The identification of five high-priority targets, including PfCRT and Adenylate kinase, opens new avenues for developing effective therapies, supporting global malaria eradication initiatives and underscoring the transformative potential of computational biology in infectious disease research.
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