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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.


	For the scientific community, especially in the areas of plant breeding and crop development, this publication is extremely important. 

In the abstract, try to mention the drawbacks and motivation neatly.

The analysis of correlation and path coefficients between important agronomic features offers important information on the direct and indirect contributions of different characters to wheat seed yield. 

The results improve the effectiveness of selection strategies by directing breeders to prioritize features like harvest index and biological yield. 

The study also advances our knowledge of genotype performance, which will help create better, higher-yielding wheat cultivars that will meet the needs of the future agricultural industry. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current title is already suitable and publishable.

No changes are strictly necessary unless the target journal has a specific title format preference.
	

	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.


	• Some sentences lack flow are redundant also are grammatically incorrect. 
• More specific definitions should be used for terms like "path correlation of crops," such as "path coefficient analysis of traits." 
• Repetition of terms such as "highly significant and positive correlation" for the same attribute should be avoided. 
• The logical structure of a powerful abstract should be as follows: 
    o Background and Goals 
       Materials and Procedures 
    o Important Findings 
    o Findings and Implications 
All of these are mentioned in your abstract, but the flow may be strengthened. 
Add a specific goal: What is the objective exactly? 
Steer clear of overly general terms like "exhibited highly significant and positive correlation" that can be shortened. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically valid to use phenotypic and genotypic correlation coefficients and path coefficient analysis to determine relationships between yield and yield-related traits.

Studying characters like biological yield, harvest index, number of tillers, 1000-seed weight, and spikelets per spike is scientifically appropriate.

Reporting direct and indirect effects on grain yield via path analysis is a valid analytical method.

Path correlation of crops" → incorrect terminology. Correct phrase: "path coefficient analysis of traits".

It requires improvements in terminology, grammar, and precision of reporting to meet scientific publishing standards.

After Introduction part, you have to add more literature survey.

Kindly update any architecture, design, flow of work, It is mandatory.

Never seen any of the model or equation. kindly update that
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Try to add at least 30 papers.
	

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


	Substantial language editing is needed before submission to a scholarly journal 
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