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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 my opinion, the results will contribute to improving breeding programs to produce high-protein, high-yield varieties. This manuscript will be of scientific value in developing wheat varieties
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title is very appropriate for the content of this manuscript.
	

	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 and contains information that indicates the importance of this manuscript. It would be better if the objectives of the study were defined more precisely in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well-grounded in terms of its scientific foundation, the methodology used is appropriate for this type of study, and the analysis of the results is good.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Suggest an addition to the suggested candidate. Add this reference.

Asif, M., Iqbal, M., Randhawa, H., Spaner, D., Asif, M., Iqbal, M., ... & Spaner, D. (2014). Wheat: The miracle cereal. Managing and Breeding Wheat for Organic Systems: Enhancing Competitiveness Against Weeds, 1-7.
	

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


	I recommend hiring a scientific language editor to improve the quality of writing to suit publication in a scientific journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The tables need some clarification, especially Table 1.

There are no clear practical recommendations for farmers, so I recommend adding recommendations.

The "Results and Discussion" section is crowded and long. I suggest shortening and simplifying it a little.
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