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	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 provides valuable insights into the genetic variability of antimalarial drug resistance markers in different health regions of Côte d’Ivoire. By analyzing polymorphisms in pfcrt, pfmdr-1, and K13 propeller genes, the study highlights both known and emerging resistance-associated haplotypes, such as CVIET and A675D. Importantly, the inclusion of regions like Bouaflé—where no prior resistance to certain antimalarials had been documented—adds critical baseline data for surveillance efforts. These findings reinforce the need for continuous molecular monitoring to guide treatment policies and prevent the spread of drug-resistant malaria strains.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and aligned with the objectives of the study.


	

	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 clear and understandable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is very well written, and the reader can clearly understand the objective and the findings. Nevertheless, I offer a few suggestions that could be considered to enhance the quality of the article:
1. In the third paragraph of the introduction, when discussing drug resistance, it would be valuable to expand on the topic of molecular epidemiology—specifically, by mentioning the main genetic markers and mutations associated with antimalarial resistance. This would further strengthen the relevance and scientific contribution of the study.
2. It may be due to the direct export from the file, but the quality of the map image in Figure 1 should be reviewed. Some parts are difficult to visualize and may require improvement for better clarity.
3. The "Materials and Methods" section lacks explicit information regarding the ethical aspects of the study involving human participants. Since the research included the collection of both personal data and biological samples from individuals in the study areas, ethical approval and informed consent procedures should be clearly described.
4. In the second paragraph of the Discussion section, the sentence "Although several previous studies have shown a clear increase in the susceptibility of isolates to CQ after its withdrawal" cites only two references. It is recommended to either revise this sentence or add additional references to adequately support this statement.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest adding the updated reference on malaria cases from the World Malaria Report 2024 in the Introduction. Available at: https://www.who.int/teams/global-malaria-programme/reports/world-malaria-report-2024.
	

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


	The manuscript should be carefully revised to ensure consistency in scientific nomenclature, such as italicizing species names like Plasmodium falciparum, which is not consistently formatted throughout the text. Additionally, there are typographical errors in the "MATERIAL AND METHODS" section as well as in the reference list that need correction.
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