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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.


	In this article studies aim to evaluate genetic variability, heritability, and genetic advance for key seed quality traits in twenty wheat genotypes, in order to identify promising lines for use in seed improvement programs. Unfortunately, the manuscript lacks a clear and concise statement of the research objectives in the introduction and in the abstract which made it a little bit confusing.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 unfortunately missing clarity and needs major revision to align with scientific standards. Indeed, it is currently difficult to identify the main objectives of the study, as the paragraph immediately starts with methodology and results without mentioning the research purpose or context. 

I recommend the authors rewrite the abstract using a conventional format that includes:

· Short introduction 
· Objectives: what the study is aiming to investigate
· Methods: Briefly state the methods used in a clear way with the used parameters
· Key Results: Outline the most significant findings
· Conclusion: A sentence on the relevance of the findings.

In addition, the current abstract contains grammatical issues and sentences without verbs to be rephrased.
Here are the following revisions: 

· The lab name should be mentioned only in the Material and methods section

· Line 9-14 the sentence requires a verb and it should be reformulated since it is too long

· Line 14-15 verb to be should be added to the sentence

· Line 16: the number 2106.44 is unclear, what does it refer to?

· Line 18-20: apparent should be replaced by show, please write: that some information will be used in the future for improving…

· Please the genus and species should be written in italics

· The term variability has been added to the keywords

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific basis and objectives of the manuscript are acceptable and could make a valuable contribution if properly revised.

What should be taken into consideration is the following: 

· The manuscript parts are not well structured 

· Clear hypotheses and objectives should be well highlighted

· The presentation of the results is a little bit confusing

· Appropriate terminologies should be used

· Some citations are not well connected to the new findings 
· The introduction is missing citations like : “an estimated five out of a hundred crop loss occurs every year due to low seed vigour” is without a reference

· Table numbers are not mentioned in the text of the manuscript to know when to refer to.

Here are revisions by line:

· Line 24: is the world’s…
· Line 26: Please write monocotyledons only since monocotyledon is not a genus

· Line 27: Please remove and therefore, it is not a result, it’s addition

· Line 29: covers should replace protections popular is …

· Line 28: Please write the second most 

· Authors stated 3 species but then mentioned 4 species which should be clarified

· Line 36 In addition , it is not in additionally

· Line 34: A verb is missing
· Line 37: will own good is unclear

· Line 40: The term ”thing” is not scientific

· Line 42: there is repition and the idea should be merged with the previous one

· Please write one hundred instead of a hundred 

· Line 47: I think the term “esteem” is not appropriate in this context

· Line 50: The purpose of the investigation should be added in connection ton the scientific issue which remains unclear unfortunately.

· Line 67-71 (RESULTS SECTION) The names of the varieties of wheat should be added to the material and methods section
· Line 71-72: Please follow these changes: ‘The existence of high variability for the stated characters in wheat is similar to the results found earlier …

· Line 84-90 in the conclusion section, the sentence is too long and confusing so it should be split into shorter sentences.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not enough especially in the introduction section. Only one section has been mentioned. More ideas should be developed with citation of references.
	

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


	No
The whole manuscript should be revised because since many ideas remain unclear because of the English mistakes and grammatical errors which makes the idea ambiguous. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	
Clarifying the study's purpose, organizing the results in a better way, editing grammatical errors, and applying a more rigorous interpretation to the findings with more citations will significantly improve the manuscript.
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