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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 subject of the study provides up-to-date information that will contribute to the literature. In addition, this research gains a special importance as a study carried out to increase wheat productivity, which is the basis of our eating habits.
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	The title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 of the article is written in a comprehensive way to explain the subject. Detailed results are also given.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The subject is scientifically correct and important. However, the results obtained could have been evaluated with more powerful analyses.
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	References are sufficient and recent. However, there are missing references both in the text and in the references. There are also some spelling mistakes in the references in the text.
	

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


	The language of the article is suitable.
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	The article is successful as a topic. However, there are mistakes and deficiencies in writing. The introduction is insufficient, the material and method can be strengthened a little more. In the results and discussion, the data are sufficient, but the table graphics are weak. Conclusions are successful. I have made the edits and additions I deemed necessary in the article on the file. Please pay attention to them.
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