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	Author’s Feedback (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 research that resulted in the article is important because it addresses wheat cultivation, which is crucial for the population's food security. It is also important because it addresses storage strategies. It's also important because it explores how to ensure the properties of wheat seeds last longer.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	       The title is appropriate
	

	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 is appropriate for the article but could better describe the methodologies used.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is the result of an experiment that appears well-designed. I believe some information could be added, especially regarding the statistics used, such as the justification for sample sizes.
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	The references are up to date and satisfactory to the article.

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	I think the article could be improved with a spelling review, including basic things like lowercase letters after periods, double spacing, etc.

	

	Optional/General comments


	I think the article's introduction should be expanded and improved, for example, better justifying the importance of the research and fully presenting the research objectives. I also think that the conclusions should present the research results in more detail.
Minor revisions especially in the introduction and conclusions of the article.
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There are no ethical issues involved in not dealing directly or indirectly with humans or animals.
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