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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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 provides valuable insights into the genetic variability and trait associations among recombinant inbred lines (RILs) of bread wheat, which are crucial for yield improvement in breeding programs. By estimating genetic parameters such as heritability, genetic advance, and correlation coefficients, the study enhances understanding of the genetic architecture of yield-related traits. The results offer practical guidance for indirect selection strategies and the identification of key selection indices in wheat improvement. Overall, the study
contributes to applied plant breeding and supports efforts toward sustainable crop productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and content of the study. It clearly indicates the focus on genetic variability and character association in wheat RILs. However, the title could be slightly improved by specifying the yield-oriented nature of the traits analyzed.
Suggested alternative title (optional):
“Genetic Variability, Heritability, and Trait Associations for Yield Improvement in Recombinant Inbred Lines of Bread Wheat (Triticum aestivum L.)”
	

	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 well-structured, covering the objectives, experimental design, major findings, and conclusions of the study. It clearly reports key genetic parameters and their implications for selection efficiency.
However, the abstract could be strengthened by briefly emphasizing the uniqueness of evaluating a large RIL population derived from the WH711 × PBW698 cross and by including one or two key quantitative correlation values to reinforce the main conclusions. Minor condensation of methodological details may also improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, statistical analyses, and interpretation of genetic parameters are appropriate and consistent with established quantitative genetics principles. The use of PCV, GCV, heritability, genetic advance, and correlation analysis is methodologically correct. The conclusions are well supported by the results. Minor improvements could be made by strengthening the discussion on the
limitations of phenotypic correlation and the absence of multi-environment evaluation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and well-integrated into the discussion. A substantial number of recent studies (2020–2025) have been cited, indicating good coverage of current literature. The inclusion of classical references alongside recent articles strengthens the theoretical foundation. No major additions are required, although inclusion of one or two recent review articles on wheat yield genetics could further enhance the manuscript.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear and understandable, with appropriate scientific terminology. However, minor grammatical issues, repetition of
phrases, and occasional inconsistencies in capitalization and tense are present. Careful proofreading or light professional language editing is recommended to improve readability and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This manuscript presents a well-executed study with clear relevance to wheat breeding programs. The data are robust, and the interpretations are logical and supported by literature. With minor revisions focusing on language refinement, slight enhancement of the abstract, and clearer articulation of the broader breeding implications, the manuscript would be suitable for publication. Overall, the study represents a meaningful contribution to applied plant genetics and crop improvement research.
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