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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 important for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the impact of sowing dates on the growth and yield performance of different wheat genotypes under heat stress conditions. The results help identify genotypes that are better adapted to late sowing and high-temperature stress, which is crucial for regions facing climate variability. The identification of promising genotypes like C-306, DBW-90, HD-3086, and NSGW-27 offers potential candidates for future breeding programs aimed at improving heat tolerance. Such studies are essential for developing strategies to ensure food security and sustainability in wheat production under changing environmental conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Growth and Yield Dynamics of Wheat Genotypes Exposed to Elevated Heat Stress," is partially suitable, but it could be improved for clarity and accuracy. "Influence of Sowing Dates on Growth and Yield Dynamics of Wheat Genotypes under Heat Stress".
	

	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.


	Clarify the Objective:
Include Brief Methodological Detail:
Simplify and Organize the Result Section:
Focus on Interpretation Over Numbers:
Add a Concluding Line on Application:

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its objectives, experimental design, and general conclusions, but to be suitable for publication, it should be:

· More concise and statistically grounded in results

· Better explained in terms of physiological rationale

· Enhanced in terms of clarity, structure, and academic language


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, your references are adequate, recent, and relevant.

Minor refinement is recommended to reduce redundancy and potentially remove older or obscure references.


	

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


	s the language quality suitable for scholarly communication?
➤ No, not yet. Significant language editing is required to improve:

· Grammar and syntax

· Sentence clarity

· Academic tone and precision

· Structure and flow of ideas


	

	Optional/General comments
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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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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