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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.


	This manuscript offers crucial insights into the effects of graphene oxide (GO) on wheat plants and soil health, addressing a significant gap in our understanding of nanomaterial applications in agriculture.

The findings are particularly important for guiding the safe and effective use of GO as a potential agricultural amendment, highlighting optimal dosages and application techniques to maximize benefits while mitigating potential toxicity.
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	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.


	Improve the abstract by clarifying the research objective, adding key quantitative results, emphasizing practical implications, simplifying language, and removing redundancies. These changes would make the abstract more impactful and accessible to a broader scientific audience.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some methodological details (such as environmental conditions, timing of foliar applications) should be clarified. The statistical analysis section could be expanded to specify significance thresholds and the handling of variability and the pearson correation should be added. The results and discussion sections sometimes overlap, and separating them more clearly would improve scientific clarity. Separate the result and discussion and elaborate more evidence to support your result by value, adding figures tot he manuscript will clarisy more.
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	The references are appropriate and recent
	

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


	Overall, the English is understandable and does not obscure the scientific content, but careful proofreading is recommended to enhance readability and professionalism.


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Shara Salih Ali, Iraq

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


