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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is important for the scientific community because it provides a comprehensive and up-to-date synthesis of anthelmintic resistance in animals, covering its development, detection, and mechanisms across all major drug classes and key livestock and companion species. By integrating in vivo, in vitro, and molecular diagnostic approaches with practical management strategies such as refugia, combination therapy, and improved grazing practices, it offers a useful evidence-based framework for sustainable parasite control. The manuscript also highlights critical research gaps and future priorities, including vaccine development and novel therapeutics, thereby helping to guide subsequent studies and inform veterinary and livestock health policy at national and international levels.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest one of the following alternatives:​

· Anthelmintic Resistance in Animals: Development, Detection, Mechanisms and Management.

· Anthelmintic Resistance in Veterinary Helminths: Current Status, Diagnostic Approaches and Control Strategies.


	

	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 covers the general importance of helminths and anthelmintic resistance, but it is not fully comprehensive as a review abstract and could be better structured. It should more clearly state the specific aim of the review, briefly indicate the main thematic areas (development, detection methods, mechanisms, and management strategies), and add 1–2 sentences summarizing the key conclusions or practical recommendations. Some background sentences are repetitive and could be shortened or merged to free space for these clearer objectives and take‑home messages.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct overall, with concepts and mechanisms described in line with current knowledge on anthelmintic resistance. Minor issues are mainly related to wording, density of some sections, and the need for occasional clarification rather than factual errors.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, up to date, and appropriately cover epidemiology, mechanisms, diagnostics, and management of anthelmintic resistance, including many citations from 2018–2025. Adding one or two very recent broad reviews or guidelines on integrated parasite control and resistance management could further strengthen the manuscript if space allows.
	

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


	The English is generally understandable, but the manuscript does not fully meet the standard for clear scholarly communication due to recurrent grammar, wording, and punctuation problems. Careful language editing by a fluent English speaker or professional service is recommended to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic and has the potential to be a useful reference on anthelmintic resistance for the journal’s readership. However, major revision is needed, particularly to improve English language quality, reduce repetition, and sharpen the structure and focus of key sections (especially the abstract and some dense mechanistic parts).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	No ethical issues
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