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Compulsory REVISION comments 1. The manuscript presents valuable insights into the genetic diversity and relationships
among 20 advanced genotypes of wheats used for the research offering significant
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? implications for wheat breeding programs. With the help of cluster analysis and principal
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) component analysis (PCA), the study interprets the genetic similarities and differences
among the genotypes, providing a foundation for targeted breeding strategies and trait
2. Is thetitle of the article suitable? improvement. Moreover, the application of statistical methods such as UPGMA and PCA
(If not please suggest an alternative title) demonstrates the rigorous approach undertaken in this research, enhancing its credibility
and relevance to the scientific community.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 2. Yes, the title is suitable. | feel like it catches reader attention.
3. The abstract provides overview of study objectives, methods, results and conclusion. But
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? yes, it may be benefited from additional clarity on methodology and result portion
particularly regarding novelty and significance of the finding.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 4. Organization appears to be logical, clear subsections but somewhere in between
methodology and while describing result lacks coherent and flow.
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 5. | feel like its scientifically sound.
additional references, please mention in the review form. 6. References seems to be relevant and appropriate.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Yes the language is clear, concise and suitable for communication
communications?
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