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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.
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additional suggestions/comments)

Yes. This work is important for wheat breeders

Yes. | would add Triticum aestivum (or whatever corresponds) after the word wheat

Yes. The summary is complete and clear.
Yes

Yes. The designh and corresponding statistical analysis is appropriate.

Yes but they are few. More should be included in both the introduction and discussion

The work has a poor discussion of the results achieved. This section should be further
explored to enrich the work. In addition, the introduction should delve deeper into the
reasons for choosing the design and compare it with other authors.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yeah. But the conclusions section, which contains errors, should be reviewed.
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