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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Terminal heat stress is a key abiotic constraint that consistently reduces wheat yield at the grain-filling stage, necessitating environment-specific selection strategies to improve yield adaptation and resilience. This study is methodologically robust through the evaluation of a number of genotypes across multiple environments, using a lattice design, which is adequate to elucidate phenotypic diversity and the dynamics of genotype × environment interactions at various stress levels. The key findings, which demonstrate selection criteria between optimum conditions and severe stress, have practical implications for breeding, particularly in establishing selection indicators to accelerate the identification of heat-tolerant genotypes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In general, the title has represented the scope and focus of the research accurately, because it includes aspects of the dynamics of traits, selection, terminal heat stress conditions, and the object of wheat study.
	

	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 adequately contains key components, including the research objectives, experimental design (TS/LS/VLS), and key findings—particularly the comparison of TKW and NGS performance on spike fertility.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, the description has been adequately confirmed in the manuscript, namely that the environmental treatment arrangement is carried out through differences in planting time, with an α-lattice experimental design and three replications, the main character measurement procedure is clearly described, including the use of SPAD meters and infrared thermometers, as well as operational definitions for SF, TGW, NGS, and GYP, the statistical analysis approach used includes mixed model-based ANOVA, BLUP estimation, correlation analysis, and path analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general, the bibliography used is considered adequate and relatively up-to-date. This is demonstrated by the presence of references published between 2021 and 2024, including references discussing the concepts of ideotype and stay-green characteristics, thus supporting the study's relevance to current research developments. However, the completeness and consistency of the citation format still need to be improved. Several reference entries appear incomplete or do not follow a uniform writing format. Therefore, it is recommended to review bibliographic elements, such as author's name, year of publication, article title, journal name, volume, number, page number, and DOI, to ensure they conform to the citation style used.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable; however, minor issues remain in the English presentation, particularly regarding spacing and punctuation consistency. For example, constructions such as “… (Mondal et al., 2023).Although …” should be corrected. A light copy-editing process is recommended to ensure consistency in terminology, units, and abbreviations throughout the manuscript, including forms such as SPADH/SPADM.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Manuscripts should clarify the specification and reporting of statistical models (especially mixed-effects/BLUP, including fixed/random effects structures, assumptions, and estimates and uncertainties). Furthermore, claims of stress intensity should be supported by quantitative summaries of relevant temperature/weather variable data (if not already available). Finally, please improve editorial aspects: language/typos, consistency of citations and references, and ensure all figures/figures and captions are complete and consistent.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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