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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.


	It's always interesting to experiment with problems in agriculture. In this case, genomic research on wheat (very important globally) is crucial. Maximizing the use of organic fertilizers, free of contaminants and with organic NPK, such as digestates from biogas or biomethane plants, which have been tested in plantations with excellent results, is essential. Further research into different types of fertilizers and monitoring of the results is recommended.

Regardless of whether the change improves or not, these digestates can contain a wide range of nutrients and biofertilizers, allowing for analysis of the impact and potential of the substrate change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is recommended: The title should be short, concise and clear. The most effective have less than 10 words and no should include abbreviations or acronyms.
	

	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 provides an overview of the work, including what is considered relevant.

It can answer questions such as: Why was the study conducted? What was done and how? What are the results? What do these findings mean and what impact do they have?

The abstract can be structured with the sections: objective, design, context, themes, results, and conclusions, or it can be unstructured, presenting the information in two or three paragraphs.

It should have a maximum length of 150 words
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The structure is correct. The headings are correct: Introduction, Materials and Methods, Results, and Conclusions. However, some numbering or spacing is recommended, as the subheadings have the same size and font, making it difficult to read and identify the section being analyzed. Abbreviations should be explained or included in a table. Excessive spacing between paragraphs and page breaks should be corrected. The title appears on one page, and the text begins on the next.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is recommended to conduct a literature review of studies published in the last 10 years and update the references in the text. A few more references should be added. 16 is not many; around 40 are recommended. Remember that references should not be more than 8-10 years old, except for one or two if their use is extremely important.

Review the links: One goes to a generic page; it should link to a specific section, and another link goes to a Google search.

All references must be included in the references section and cited in the text.
	

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


	It's correct English, although not technical.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Typographical errors to correct spaces after periods, hyphens, spaces, etc.

As a tip, you could add a section titled "Analysis of the Study's Limitations."

- State how your findings support the stated objectives and answer the research questions posed at the beginning of the paper.
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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 detail)

No
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