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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 study provides valuable epidemiological data on the role of Streptococcus species in bovine mastitis within the specific context of Kerala, India. By identifying that 89.47% of isolates are biofilm producers and 68% are multidrug-resistant, the research highlights a significant hurdle for clinical treatment in the region. These findings are crucial for veterinarians and policymakers to advocate for routine susceptibility testing and more rational antibiotic use to curb the spread of resistance
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and accurately represents the study’s focus on antibiotic sensitivity and geographic location
	

	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 well-structured and covers the aims, methodology, and key findings.

Suggestion: While the abstract mentions Streptococcus spp., it would be beneficial to specify that molecular confirmation targeted the 16S rRNA gene, as this adds to the technical robustness of the findings


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is sound, utilizing the Kirby–Bauer disc diffusion method and following CLSI guidelines for interpretation. The use of PCR for molecular confirmation of the isolates ensures the results are taxonomically accurate
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is appropriate, with a good mix of foundational texts and very recent studies from 2021–2024 . This ensures the discussion on antimicrobial resistance is grounded in current global trends
	

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


	The English is of a high scholarly standard and is easy to follow. There are only a few minor typos for example, "clear xone of hemolysis" in the Figure 3 caption which can be easily corrected during the final proofreading
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors have done a good job presenting complex data, particularly with the inclusion of the UpSet plot and Heatmap, which make the resistance patterns much easier to visualize than standard tables alone
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