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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Check dNTP concentration

2. Check the degree mark of the temperatures and
minor English revision

3. Table 2 should be eliminated

4.1do not agree with two main clusters in Figure 1.
The similarity is very low among all three genotypes,
and even between Gemmeiza and Sakha. What
procedure was used for grouping the genotypes?
Principal component analysis? What percentage of
variation was explained by the 2 components?

5. The results are very specific for those three wheat
cultivars. How about if breeders are interested in
using others genotypes? The results should have
been more useful if higher number of genotypes
would have been considered. Therefore the
manuscript should be published as note.

Minor REVISION comments

More details of the statistical analysis.

Optional /General comments
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