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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study offers in depth information on combining traditional and contemporary agronomic techniques to maximize chickpea yields. Through a combination of foliar treatments with nanofertilizers and pinching during key developmental stages, this research offers a resource-efficient and sustainable method for increasing production. These results add to the growing body of information on plant physiology and precise nutritional control in legumes. In the context of climate-resilient and input-efficient agriculture, this research is of great importance to the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is correct. It clearly identifies the crop studied (chickpea) and the agronomic treatments (foliar nutrition and pruning) that were found to improve growth and yield characteristics. It also accurately conveys the main emphasis and substance of the 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.
	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and does a good job of summarizing the main conclusions, methods, therapies used, and objectives of the study. It explains which combination of treatments worked best and how it affected chickpea growth and yield.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it seems that the text is scientifically valid, with good experimental design and appropriate treatment combinations. The data provided support the findings, and the results are rationally understood. To further strengthen the relationship between growth factors and yield quality, correlation or statistical regression analysis is recommended.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this manuscript are recent and relevant to the research objectives. However, it is recommended to include more references to strengthen the arguments and provide a more comprehensive scientific background.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for academic discourse. The text is easy to read and understand. To correct minor grammatical errors and improve overall readability, a final check with a language editing program such as Grammarly is recommended.
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