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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 manuscript provides an updated and detailed assessment of the spatial and temporal evolution of urban heat islands (UHIs) in the Guadalajara Metropolitan Area for the recent period 2019–2024, a time window that includes several record‑breaking heat events and intense public concern. 
It is valuable because it focuses on a warm subhumid Latin American city, a climatic and geographic context that is under‑represented in the UHI literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the content of the study. You may consider a slight simplification to improve flow and clarity, for example:
“Spatial and temporal evolution of urban heat islands in a warm sub‑humid city (2019–2024): The Guadalajara Metropolitan Area, Mexico.”
	

	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 clear and summarizes the objective, data sources, methods, and main findings. I recommend the following improvements:

Briefly state the main methodologically(combination of station‑adjusted ERA5‑Land fields with thermal gradient vectors) so that the contribution stands out.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and technically well executed. The use of CONAGUA/SMN meteorological stations, explicit data‑quality and consistency checks, and subsequent comparison and adjustment of ERA5‑Land fields are appropriate and clearly described. 
The temporal trend analysis of average monthly minimum temperature, combined with spatial mapping of maximum temperature and thermal gradients, provides a coherent picture of UHI evolution. Some aspects of the methodology could be made more transparent:

Provide more detail on the adjustment/bias‑correction of ERA5‑Land with station data (type of regression or correction, error metrics).
When reporting trends and using terms such as “low/moderate certainty”, include the corresponding slope uncertainty and statistical significance (standard error and/or p‑values).


	

	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 broad, includes both classic UHI/urban‑climate works and recent local and international studies, and is adequate for the scope of the paper. Many citations are from the last decade, including very recent local reports on heat waves and public perception. 
	

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


	The English is generally understandable and the scientific meaning is clear, but there are several long and sometimes repetitive sentences, occasional grammatical inconsistencies, and minor issues with capitalization and terminology (“Heat Island” vs “heat island”, “material and methods” vs “Materials and methods”, “AMG” vs “GMA”). I recommend a careful language revision focusing on:

Splitting long sentences into shorter, clearer ones.

Ensuring consistent use of key terms and acronyms throughout the text.

Correcting small typographical errors and harmonizing citation styles.
These are mostly editorial and do not impede comprehension.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper would benefit from a more paragraph in the Introduction, clearly stating how this work extends previous studies in Guadalajara (e.g. longer trend estimates, thermal comfort analyses) by focusing on the recent 2019–2024 period, combining station‑based trends with ERA5‑Land and gradient vectors, and explicitly linking results with population density and green‑space distribution.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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