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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.


	Importance of the manuscript:
This review addresses a highly relevant and timely topic: the role of plant breeding in ensuring global food security under the challenges of climate change, soil degradation, and population growth. The manuscript synthesizes both traditional and modern plant breeding techniques, including genetic engineering and CRISPR-based editing, and connects them to sustainability and biofortification. By integrating scientific advances with policy and socioeconomic perspectives, it provides valuable insights for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners. Its broad scope and comprehensive referencing make it a strong contribution to the ongoing discourse on sustainable agriculture.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title Suitability:
Yes. The title accurately reflects the scope and focus of the manuscript. No changes suggested.


	

	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.


	Abstract Evaluation:
The abstract clearly outlines the objectives and main topics. However, it could be slightly condensed to improve readability by reducing redundancy. A sentence highlighting the review’s unique contribution (balance between technology and sustainability) should be emphasized earlier.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific Correctness:
Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust, technically sound, and well supported with examples and case studies. Some minor repetition in case studies could be condensed for better flow.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References:
Yes. References are extensive, covering foundational studies and very recent publications (up to 2025). Minor duplication (e.g., Khan 2024 cited multiple times) could be clarified.


	

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


	Language Quality:
Overall understandable, but several sentences are grammatically awkward and would benefit from professional editing. Minor redundancy should be revised.


	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments:
- Consider merging overlapping case study sections to reduce redundancy.
- Figures are listed but not well integrated; captions should explain their relevance.
- Conclusion should be strengthened with actionable recommendations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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