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PART  1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 research establishes a statistical and genetic roadmap to guide wheat improvement.

It does not directly produce a new variety, but rather identifies the priority target traits to improve.

The study prioritizes these phenotypic levers and specifies the sequential order in which they should be applied.

This strategic framework thus makes it possible to increase yield in a rational, efficient, and predictable manner
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	No
Analysis of genetic parameters and relationships between traits for yield improvement in an
F4 population of Common 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.
	No
Rewrite the abstract:
Begin with a clear objective statement
Present key findings synthetically, not as a list
End with a conclusive implication for wheat breeding)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write
here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography is quantitatively sufficient but qualitatively outdated
	

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

	Optional/General comments
	Acceptable work for a Master's level academic exercise, but requiring substantial revisions
for scientific publication. Satisfactory work for an academic exercise, but requiring significant additional investment for broader scientific dissemination.
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	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:
Dhia GHARABI, Inb Khaldoun University , Algeria



