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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 is a valuable contribution to the scientific and medical community, particularly in the context of combating antibiotic resistance (AMR). It provides real-world, localized data on the integration of rapid diagnostic technologies, such as the Biofire Film Array, into an Antibiotic Stewardship Program (ASP) at a high-care hospital in India. The study demonstrates the potential benefits of these technologies in accelerating pathogen identification and more accurate and effective antibiotic therapy targeting, potentially reducing the use of broad-spectrum antibiotics. These findings could therefore serve as a practical guide for other hospitals in resource-limited regions to adopt similar diagnostic strategies and improve patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Appropriate and clear in terms of the topic and scope of the study. However, it could be more concise and impactful by highlighting a key outcome or objective.

Alternative title suggestion:

"Effect of using Biofire Film Array in an Antibiotic Stewardship Program: A meta-analytical study from a high-care hospital in North India."
	

	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 current abstract is fairly comprehensive, outlining the objective (BioFire impact assessment), methodology (a prospective observational study of 162 samples), and key findings (high positivity rates, particularly in the PN Plus pneumonia panel).

Suggestions for addition:

Highlight clinical impact/change in treatment: The abstract should include a sentence summarizing how the findings influenced antibiotic stewardship decisions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in terms of the methodology and statistical analysis of the presented results:
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient (17 references) and cover the technical aspects of using Multiplex PCR and the clinical implications of BioFire.

Suggestions for additional references:

Recent studies (2022 and onward) that specifically focus on the economic and cost-effectiveness analysis of the use of rapid molecular diagnostic panels in low- and middle-income countries, comparing study results with the economic feasibility.

Add references that directly support a reduced length of stay (LOS) or reduced mortality rate as a result of rapid diagnosis with BioFire, if this effect is evaluated in the discussion.
	

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


	The quality of the English language is generally good and suitable for academic communication. Ideas are clear, and scientific terminology is precise.

Note: Some sentences may need minor rewording to facilitate a smoother flow (for example, some sentences in the introduction or discussion sections are too long), but this does not impede comprehension. A minor English language check before publication is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study demonstrates the importance of integrating BioFire FilmArray into antibiotic stewardship programs (ASPs) in Indian hospitals, as it achieved higher positivity rates compared to conventional cultures (especially in pneumonia samples, 97.43% vs. 66.67%) and rapidly detected viruses and resistance genes to guide treatment decisions. However, the high cost of testing must be addressed, and clinical impact (e.g., change in therapy) must be clearly included in the abstract.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there is nothing like that
	


Reviewer details:

Bent Alhuda Hussein Neamah, Jabir Ibn Hayyan University for Medical and Pharmaceutical Sciences, Iraq

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

