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	This paper makes a significant contribution on abiotic stresses of wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) under saline conditions .However, there are some areas that must be improved before of the acceptance.  

Very long paragraphs; these must be reshaped
Some sentences are awkward or overly complex,
Example: “Among these stresses, salinity is the most prevalent and injurious environmental stress limiting crop productivity worldwide.” can be simplified to “Salinity is a major abiotic stress that severely limits wheat productivity globally.”
More critical evaluation of previous studies: e.g., explain gaps in methodology or results in previous salinity screening studies.

Add a subsection on statistical analysis: explain rationale for each index, PCA, cluster analysis, correlation methods.

Clarify why TSS vs LSS was chosen and its relevance for salinity stress evaluation.

 Emphasize biological significance: e.g., “High heritability of harvest index suggests its potential as a reliable selection trait under salinity.

Very dense too many numbers can overwhelm the reader.

Instead of repeating numbers, interpret: “Genotypes WH 1355 and P 14335 maintained higher yields under late sown salinity, indicating better osmotic adjustment or ion exclusion capacity.”
  Add biological reasoning for correlations, e.g., why harvest index is positively correlated with grain yield under salinity.

Sentences like “Various quantitative characters were also studies by Singh et al. (2016) for screening of wheat genotypes for salt tolerance.” are grammatically incorrect (studies  to be replaced with studied).

Instead of repeating numbers, interpret: “Genotypes WH 1355 and P 14335 maintained higher yields under late sown salinity, indicating better osmotic adjustment or ion exclusion capacity.”
 Compare findings critically with previous studies: e.g., why do some genotypes perform differently than reported in other regions?

Add biological reasoning for correlations, e.g., why harvest index is positively correlated with grain yield under salinity.
Discussion often repeats numerical results instead of interpreting biological implications
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