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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 addresses a clinically and epidemiologically relevant topic in the context of infectious disease management in South India. The rising prevalence and serogroup diversity of beta-hemolytic streptococci (BHS), along with their evolving antimicrobial resistance patterns, make this study significant for regional public health monitoring. The authors provide valuable data on serogroup distribution and susceptibility profiles, which are essential for rational antibiotic use and infection control strategies. The work contributes meaningfully to the literature by highlighting the need to surveil non-GAS strains which are often underreported.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the current title is mostly appropriate. However, a more descriptive version could be:

	

	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 but can benefit from minor edits for clarity and conciseness. It currently contains redundant phrasing and slightly inconsistent structure. Suggested improvements:
· Clarify the aim in a single, concise sentence.
· Replace vague terms like “to know” with more academic alternatives such as “to determine.”
· Consider splitting long sentences for better readability.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and adheres to appropriate methods such as Lancefield serogrouping and CLSI-guided antibiotic susceptibility testing. However, the following issues should be addressed:
· The methodology lacks clarity on sample size determination and selection criteria for the 63 isolates.
· The results would benefit from clearer data presentation, ideally with tabulated summary statistics.
· Discussion could be expanded to compare findings with recent international studies beyond India.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are largely relevant and sufficient, covering both classical and recent studies. However:
· Only a few references are from the last 5 years. Adding more recent articles (post-2020) on BHS resistance trends globally would improve the manuscript's relevance.

	

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

	


The manuscript’s language is understandable but requires professional editing to meet scholarly communication standards. Common issues include:
· Redundancies (e.g., repeating sentences in abstract).
· Grammar issues (e.g., subject-verb agreement, article misuse).
· Stylistic inconsistencies (e.g., inconsistent group names and formatting).


	

	Optional/General comments

	
· Consider including tables or figures summarizing serogroup prevalence and antibiotic resistance patterns.
· The conclusion would be stronger if it mentioned public health implications and possible preventive strategies.
The study is well-intentioned and provides useful regional data. However, improvements in scientific writing, data presentation, and inclusion of recent literature are required before acceptance.

	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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