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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Doubled haploid technology is crucial in modern agriculture as it rapidly produces completely homozygous lines, significantly accelerating crop breeding programs. This leads to the development of improved, high-yielding, and disease-resistant crop varieties in a shorter time.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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.


	okay
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The author can make some minor revisions to enhance the content and improve clarity. These adjustments will help to better convey the significance of doubled haploid technology in modern agriculture.
	

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

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


	ok
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The sentence “homozygosity achieved through the DH method takes only 1–2 years, compared to 6–8 years through conventional inbreeding” is repetitive very often.
2. II. B. Genetic and cytological basis of haploid induction: The author has given the components related to genetic basis but failed to clarify the importance of both genetic and cytological basis. If possible, they can elaborate it.

3. Key genes involved in haploid induction: Are the genes documented in the text have been reported earlier in DH technology? Please give references to validate it.
4. The manuscript is devoid of references which is an integral part of a review paper.

5. The text looks repetitive as much is written about genetic, epigenetic mechanisms. You can concise under a single heading.

6. The text looks much of simple question answer round. The author could be more precise about the study undertaken.

7. There is much written about haploid inducer mechanism utilizing the genes. The key factors involving DH technology could be discussed more.

8. Much emphasis has been given to hybrid rice breeding. But the DHs can also be used as donor lines and varietal improvement.

9. If the manuscript is about advances of DH technology, how could author write about so many limitations and challenges. Are these challenges still not addressed?
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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