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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.


	The manuscript explores an important aspect of wheat agronomy by comparing drilling and dibbling techniques. The findings provide valuable insights for optimizing planting methods to improve yield and efficiency, which is crucial for food security and sustainable agriculture. However, the manuscript requires revisions for clarity, structure, and stronger justification of results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but could be refined for clarity. Suggested title: Comparative Analysis of Drilling and Dibbling Techniques on Wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) Yield and Components in Semi-Arid Conditions.


	

	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 methodology is well-structured, but statistical interpretations need improvement. The discussion should better relate findings to previous studies. Specific comparisons, including effect sizes, should be included.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is well-structured, but statistical interpretations need improvement. The discussion should better relate findings to previous studies. Specific comparisons, including effect sizes, should be included.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	some are missing and outdated. More recent citations from the past five years should be included to strengthen the study’s scientific grounding.


	

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


	The manuscript requires minor grammatical improvements for better readability. Some sentences are overly complex and should be simplified.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The introduction should more clearly define the research gap

· Results should be more explicitly linked to agronomic recommendations

· Figures and tables should be better integrated into the discussion for clarity

The study is relevant and provides useful insights into wheat planting techniques. 

However, improvements are needed in statistical presentation, reference updates, and discussion depth. 

The manuscript will be significantly strengthened by implementing these revisions.
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	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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