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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? Yes ! It is very useful and important because Wheat is second most important food crop in
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) India and occupies an area of about 31.6 million hectare with total production of 103.88

million tonnes and shares 13% of total production of world

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Yes abstract is comprehensive

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Yes subsection titles are also appropriate.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
Yes it is scientifically correct
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.
Yes all recent references are used in the paper
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