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manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
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The current research is very important for selecting superior genotypes stable over a wide
range of environments across Ethiopia regions. The number of studied genotypes is sufficient
as well as the number of environments. The rest of the genotypes which is not superior but
have desirable traits, they can be used as a source for these traits.
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The manuscript is technically sound because of that studying stability and genotype by
environment interaction is very important for wheat breeders. Manuscript is well planned as
experimental research trials. The range of environments enable the researcher to differentiate
between the stable and unstable genotypes.
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