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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 magnitude of genetic variability, heritability, and genetic advance for yield and yield-related traits in bread wheat across F₁ and F₂ generations. By identifying traits governed predominantly by additive gene action, the study offers practical guidance for breeders to enhance selection efficiency in early segregating generations. The findings contribute to wheat improvement programs aimed at increasing productivity under changing climatic conditions and are relevant to geneticists, plant breeders, and crop improvement researchers. Overall, the study enhances our understanding of the inheritance patterns of economically important traits in bread wheat.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is generally suitable and clearly reflects the study's content.

Suggested alternative (slightly refined for clarity and impact):
“Estimation of Heritability and Genetic Advance for Yield and Yield-Related Traits in F₁ and F₂ Populations 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 largely comprehensive, effectively summarizing the experimental design, major findings, and key conclusions. However, clarity and conciseness can be improved by:

1- Reducing repetition of similar statements for F₁ and F₂ generations.

2- Briefly highlighting the breeding implications of high heritability coupled with high genetic advance.

3- Including a short concluding sentence emphasizing the usefulness of the results for selection strategies in wheat breeding.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the methodology used for estimating broad-sense heritability and genetic advance is appropriate and well-established. The experimental design, trait selection, and statistical approaches are well-suited for the study's objectives. Results are clearly presented and supported by relevant literature. Minor issues related to repetition, formatting, and grammatical consistency do not affect the scientific validity of the work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include a good mix of classical and recent studies. Inclusion of recent studies (2024-2025) strengthens the manuscript. However, the reference section could be improved by:

1- Ensuring consistent citation formatting.

2- Adding 1-2 recent references focusing on quantitative genetics or selection efficiency in wheat under climate variability, if available.
	

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


	The quality of the English language is acceptable for scholarly communication. However, the manuscript would benefit from minor language editing to improve grammar, sentence structure, and flow. Some repetition and typographical inconsistencies should be corrected to enhance readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The Results and Discussion sections could be better integrated to avoid repetition of numerical values already presented in tables.

2. Consistent use of terminology (e.g., “genetic advance as percent of mean”) is recommended throughout the manuscript.

3. Overall, the study is well-conceived and provides meaningful contributions to wheat breeding research. With minor revisions, it would be suitable for publication.
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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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