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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.


	The manuscript presents important findings related to wheat genotypes' performance under elevated heat stress, a highly relevant topic given current climate change scenarios. However, several issues regarding experimental design, data interpretation, and scientific writing must be addressed before the manuscript can be considered for publication.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 lacks specific data or quantitative results.
- It does not state the number of genotypes tested or key performance metrics.
- There is no mention of the statistical significance of findings.
Recommendation: Include numerical data (e.g., % reduction or increase), number of genotypes, and a practical conclusion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes wifh some misfake
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References include outdated sources.
- Inconsistent formatting (journal names, volume, page numbers).
- Missing recent work on heat stress tolerance in wheat.
Recommendation: Ensure reference consistency and cite recent high-impact studies (2018–2024).


	

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


	The manuscript contains grammatical issues and awkward phrasing.
- Transitions between sections can be improved.
Recommendation: Consider professional English editing to enhance readability and scientific clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major Revision Required
The manuscript addresses a critical issue but requires substantial revision in methods, analysis, and presentation before it is suitable for publication.
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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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