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PART 1: Review Comments

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

The manuscript is accepted with minor changes. The impact of this study is local but
important for wheat grower of two district. During the revision little errors were
found.

Title:
Is ok

Abstract:
Is ok. Little changes were done in the manuscript.

Introduction:
Is ok. Little changes were done in the manuscript.

Materials and methods:

To describe with table characteristics of each district (Morang and Septaria) like,longitude,
latitude, altitude, rainfall, temperature and others)

Little changes were done in the manuscript.

Results and discussion:
Are ok, Tables are clear and explicative. Check changes done in the manuscript.

Conclusion:
Is ok.

References:
Are ok. Little changes were done

Ok noted.
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