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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 contributes valuable information on the extent of genetic variability, heritability, and genetic advance for yield and related traits in bread wheat. Such studies are essential for identifying promising genotypes and traits with high selection potential, which can accelerate wheat breeding programs. The results offer practical insights into variability patterns useful for breeders and geneticists working on yield improvement under local agro-climatic conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Genetic Variability and Heterosis Analysis for Yield and its Components in Bread Wheat (Triticum aestivum L.)”, is informative but slightly misleading, as no heterosis data or hybrid evaluation are presented.
Suggested alternative title:
“Genetic Variability and Heritability Analysis for Yield and Related Traits in 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 adequately summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings, but it can be improved by:

· Removing duplicate mention of “head diameter.”

· Including the sample size (number of genotypes and checks).

· Adding a brief statement on the experimental design (Augmented RCBD).

· Clearly mentioning the main traits showing high heritability and genetic advance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound in concept and the results are generally consistent with the presented data. However, several methodological and statistical aspects require clarification:

· Missing formulas for hulling percentage, oil yield, heritability, and genetic advance should be added.

· ANOVA degrees of freedom and significance marking are inconsistent; the authors should verify the augmented design analysis method.

· Interpretations based on broad-sense heritability should be moderated, avoiding definitive statements about additive gene action.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but somewhat dated. The addition of recent studies (within the last 5 years) on genetic variability and heritability in wheat would strengthen the discussion. Suggested addition:

· Afzal, S., Amir, M., Qamar, S. S., Tariq, A., Javed, M., & Zafar, Z. U. (2022). Correlation and Heritability Studies of Yield and Yield Related Traits in F5 Triticum aestivum Lines from a Cross Cv Fsd-08× Cv S-24. Journal of Cereal Research, 13(3), 287-294. https://doi.org/http://doi. org/10.25174/2582-2675/2022/119710 
Ensure all references are formatted according to Plant Cell Biotechnology and Molecular Biology Journal style

	

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


	The English is understandable but requires minor grammatical and stylistic corrections for a scholarly tone and fluency. Some sentences are repetitive or too general; concise wording is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a valuable study on genetic variability, heritability, and genetic advance for seed and oil yield traits in sunflower maintainer and restorer inbred lines. The study is timely and relevant for breeding programs, employing appropriate methodology (augmented RCBD) and statistical analyses (ANOVA, PCV, GCV, heritability, GAM). The abstract and results are comprehensive, though minor repetition and formatting issues (e.g., duplicate traits, table clarity) should be addressed. The discussion appropriately interprets findings and compares them with previous studies, highlighting traits with high breeding potential. References are relevant and mostly recent, but should follow journal formatting guidelines consistently. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, well-structured, and contributes useful information for sunflower improvement, with minor revisions recommended for clarity and presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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