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	Dear authors, the manuscript “Identifying Genetic Markers and Molecular Pathways Underlying Emerging Anthelmintic Resistance in Human Helminths” addresses an important and timely topic in the field of anthelmintic resistance. The manuscript is well prepared and organized but few minor changes are suggested.

1. In the Abstract, the sentence listing major anthelmintic classes would benefit from clearer separation and consistent formatting (e.g., benzimidazoles, macrocyclic lactones, and cholinergic agonists). 
2. In Section 2.4, the reference to Figure 1 appears at the end of the paragraph. Consider introducing the figure earlier in the section to improve alignment between the text and the schematic summary of drug mechanisms.
3. In the discussion of β-tubulin polymorphisms, it would be helpful to briefly clarify that the presence of resistance-associated SNPs does not always translate directly into clinical treatment failure, to avoid over-interpretation of molecular markers.
4. In Table 1, the categories used to describe “Evidence Strength” (e.g., strong, moderate, emerging, preliminary) would benefit from a short clarifying note or footnote explaining how these classifications were defined or assigned.Top of Form
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