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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.


	The manuscript provides a detailed spatial and temporal assessment of Urban Heat Island (UHI) dynamics in the Guadalajara Metropolitan Area over a recent six-year period (2019–2024), using a combination of in-situ meteorological data and ERA5-Land reanalysis. The integration of temporal trend analysis with spatial gradient-based techniques strengthens the robustness of the findings. The study is particularly relevant for urban climatology, climate adaptation planning, and public health, as it identifies vulnerable urban zones experiencing intensified thermal stress. The results offer actionable insights for policymakers and urban planners aiming to mitigate UHI effects in rapidly urbanizing warm subhumid cities.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, specific, and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and study period of the research.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and clearly outlines the context, objectives, data sources, methodology, and key findings.
Minor suggestions:
· Briefly mention the use of thermal gradient analysis in addition to descriptive statistics to highlight methodological data.
· Clarify that ERA5-Land data were bias-adjusted using station data to strengthen methodological transparency.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is clearly described, data sources are reliable and well-justified, and the analytical procedures are appropriate for addressing the stated research question. The interpretation of results is consistent with existing literature, and limitations are explicitly acknowledged. Minor improvements are needed in terms of clarity and organization, but there are no fundamental scientific flaws.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is extensive, relevant, and includes both classical and recent studies related to urban heat islands, climatology, and urban land-use impacts. The inclusion of regional studies strengthens contextual relevance.
Suggestion: A few recent global review papers (post-2022) on UHI mitigation strategies could be added to further strengthen the discussion section.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. However, minor to moderate language editing is required to:

· Correct grammatical inconsistencies and typographical errors,

· Improve sentence flow in the Introduction and Results sections,

· Ensure consistent use of technical terms and units.

These issues do not detract from the scientific value of the manuscript.


	

	Optional/General comments


	  Figures and tables are informative but some captions could be more concise and self-explanatory.

  Section headings such as “Material and Methods” should follow consistent capitalization.

  The discussion could benefit from a clearer distinction between results and interpretation in some subsections.
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