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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
While the text provides a detailed overview of wheat production challenges and disease dynamics, 
there are several language and grammar issues that would need to be addressed for it to be 
suitable for scholarly communications. Here are some areas of improvement: 

1. Clarity and Coherence: Some sentences are overly complex and difficult to follow, which 
could impede comprehension for readers. Simplifying the language and organizing the 
information into clearer, more concise paragraphs would enhance readability. 

2. Grammar and Syntax: There are numerous grammatical errors, including incorrect verb 
tenses, punctuation issues, and unclear phrasing. Proofreading for grammar and syntax 
errors is essential to maintain the credibility and professionalism of scholarly 
communications. 
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4. Academic Tone: Maintain a formal and objective tone appropriate for scholarly writing. 
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