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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The conducted studies used a sufficient amount of material to obtain an objective characteristic both in field and laboratory conditions, mathematical processing of the characteristics of the relationship or the influence of one characteristic on another, which allows choosing values ​​acceptable for a given region in wheat breeding.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Quite objectively
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract clearly indicates the research and the results obtained and their necessity for further application of the selection process for this region.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically based on the criteria of study in field and laboratory conditions and the conducted analytical indicators of the relationship of features
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	o study wheat samples for their suitability for use in these conditions, 20 references were used, 8 of which were from the last 5-7 years, which is quite sufficient for analysis.
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	I am not a native English speaker, so I can't speak objectively.
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