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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 study explores an important challenge in legume cultivation how to mitigate terminal heat stress in field pea (Pisum sativum var. arvense L.), a crop highly sensitive to elevated temperatures. The work highlights practical and affordable solutions, particularly the use of foliar sprays with salicylic acid and thiourea, which were found to enhance plant growth and yield under stressful climatic conditions. As global temperatures continue to rise and threaten food production, the findings offer valuable guidance for developing sustainable crop management practices. They hold particular relevance for researchers, agronomists, and policymakers focused on safeguarding pulse productivity in the face of climate change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is more relevant and clearly conveys the core area of the investigation 
	

	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.


	· Follow the guidelines in the abstract, keep the abstract within the appropriate word limit
· Reduce the background information and repetitive context. Move these details to the introduction. So that, the abstract can focus only on the purpose, methodology, major findings, and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript seems scientifically sound in its experimental design, method, and interpretation of results. It uses a randomized block design, appropriate controls, statistical analysis, and comparative treatments. This all ensures the reliability and validity of the conclusions about how foliar sprays help reduce heat stress in field pea. The presentation of pooled analysis, references to established scientific literature, and the clear connection between physiological mechanisms and observed agronomic outcomes further support its scientific correctness. The manuscript also discusses its limitations and explains the practical impact of its findings, making it a credible contribution to agronomic science.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references in the manuscript are mostly adequate. They include a mix of recent studies from 2021 to 2025, along with foundational literature that gives strong scientific context for the research. 
· Incorporate recent global research and meta-analyses on heat stress responses if possible
· Follow the journal guidelines for formatting the reference 
	

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


	· The quality of English in the article is generally clear, and it presents the content in an academic manner. However, there are ongoing problems with grammar, sentence structure, word choice, and clarity that affect readability and professionalism. Phrases like “foliar application of various exogenous chemicals is a viable option” and “reduce days taken for 50% flowering, and also decrease the total number of days to reach maturity” have awkward wording and grammatical issues. 

· The manuscript would greatly improve with careful editing to fix verb tenses, improve parallel structure, clarify technical terms, and remove redundancy or overly long sentences. 

· Clearer language and better flow will help the manuscript meet the standards of international scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Make sure that all tables and figures are clearly labeled and referenced in the text. 
· Provide self-explanatory captions to help readers understand them, even if they do not read the full text.
· Fix grammatical errors and improve flow and clarity.
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