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	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 titled “Identification of Promising Wheat Genotypes based on Different Stress Indices for Salinity Tolerance” holds significant importance for the scientific community. Salinity stress is a major factor limiting crop productivity worldwide, and identifying tolerant wheat genotypes is crucial for sustainable agriculture. The findings of this study can help breeders develop salt-tolerant varieties, improving yield stability in saline-prone areas. Moreover, it contributes valuable data and methodologies for future research on stress physiology and crop improvement.
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	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is generally comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the study objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be improved by adding more specific numerical results or statistical highlights to strengthen the summary. Additionally, including a brief statement about the practical implications of the research for wheat breeding or salinity management would make the abstract more impactful and informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The experimental design, data analysis, and interpretation of results are logical and consistent with the study objectives. However, a few sections could benefit from more detailed explanation of the methodology and statistical validation to further strengthen the scientific accuracy.
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	The references are sufficient and relevant to the study. Most of them are recent and appropriately support the research background. However, adding a few more recent studies (from the last 3–5 years) related to salinity tolerance in wheat could further strengthen the literature review.
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	The language of the article is generally clear and understandable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical and structural improvements could enhance readability and flow.
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