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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript is of reasonable importance because it adds something new and useful that will be used in research.

It helps researchers and others interested in this field understand wheat cultivation methods and measure their productivity in new ways. It also helps inspire future researchers to develop new methods that open the way for further research and studies, leading to more efficient and sustainable practices that achieve higher growth and better productivity traits in wheat crops.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is okay as it stands.
	

	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 does not include a clear scientific recommendation! The results are discussed directly at the beginning of the abstract. However, it is preferable to begin with a brief introduction about the importance of the crop and to define the research problem on which the study was based.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In my opinion, the manuscript meets the requirements of a scientific article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references they were well chosen, expressing modernity and strength of citation, and they were appropriate in terms of number and diversity.
	

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


	The language is okay, and I suggest a comprehensive review or the assistance of a linguistic specialist to increase the scientific solidity of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is good in terms of content and scientific substance, and only needs minor linguistic and stylistic improvements to be ready for publication.
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