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	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.


	The results of this research showed a substantial genetic variation in the analyzed characters of the twenty-two genotypes. The F₂ populations retained broad variation and promising heritability values, confirming their usefulness in further breeding. The study provides a strong base for identifying promising genotypes for breeding programs aimed at developing high-yielding cultivars.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is concise, informative, and defines the objective of the article in a clear way.


	

	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 includes objectives, materials and methods, and main findings and conclusions. In the conclusion, the authors recommended using the F2 generations, characterized by the high variation in number of productive tillers, flag leaf area, number of grains per ear, biological yield per plant, protein content, and grain yield per plant, in future breeding programs for developing high-yielding wheat cultivars.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is a fit between the aims, the philosophical perspective adopted, and the researcher role in the study as well as the methods of investigation, analysis and evaluation undertaken by the researcher.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the references supported the deep discussion of the article and have accurate documentation of sources used, they need to be updated. The most recent reference was published in 2022. Now we are in 2025.
	

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


	The language is good.
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