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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.


	· The introduction needed some background of wheat and pathogen in the introduction (et al. not Italic some place, coma, etc) grammatically incorrect, complexity of sentence and reducing clarity. 

· The methodology section required improvement related to following parameters like sample collection, ladder size PCR protocol, including environmental conditions etc.
· The Results and Discussion section is well-organized and clearly explained. However, many sentences are lengthy, complex, and contain typographical errors that need correction.

· Conclusion part not clear the findings improved the grammatically error of this sections.
Final Recommendation 
The manuscript is suitable for consideration for acceptance after minor revision. The abstract should be restructured for clarity, and the introduction revised to clearly define the research gap and detail the methodology.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The titles are good but not cover the fully experimental focus of 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.


	· The abstract is good but lacks of phenotypic data, should be highlighted with numerical values. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study offers novelty and practical relevance, substantial revisions are needed to enhance clarity, grammar, and briefness.
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	Yes added some reference we suggested.
	

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


	needed to enhance clarity and grammar.
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