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2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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1. Yes, the manuscriptis important for scientific community. It reflects an original
research work related mainly to the evaluation of the phylogenetic relationships
among some species of the genus Leymus Hochst. The authors used new molecular
techniques for the detection of the genomic relationships between these Triticeae
species.
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more recent references ore change old ones by recent ones, if possible.
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