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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 manuscript highlights the understanding of calcium biofortification in wheat by exhibiting genotypic variation and high heritability in aleurone layer. This shows importance of genetic resources for addressing dietary deficiencies. This manuscript also paves the way for future genomic studies such as QTL mapping.  This work supports the development of nutrient-rich wheat varieties for improved human health and agricultural resilience.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, appropriate and align with the study
	

	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.


	Abstract is generally comprehensive. The finding “genotype × environment interactions were non-significant” make confusions. If the two environments were contrasting then how the ANOVA shows non-significance. Statistically both the environments were similar so I don’t think so that they were distinct.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall it is ok, but no information the calibration standard solutions is provided? Which standards were used? What was their concentration? How many dilution levels were used? How much sample quantity was used?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	sufficient
	

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


	Suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The writing is generally clear, tables are effective but no figures are added. By adding a figure like boxplot of calcium concentration across genotypes or maps of Meerut vs Pantnagar could visually reinforce the phenotypic variation and environmental context.
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