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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 addresses a topic of relevance to the scientific community and contributes to the ongoing discussion in its field. It explores the role of pea in ensuring nutritional security, which remains an area of interest due to its potential implications for both research and practice. By presenting new data or perspectives, the article may stimulate further investigation and debate. Even if some aspects require refinement, the manuscript has the potential to add value to the literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This manuscript addresses an important topic in agricultural and plant sciences, focusing on the abiotic constraints affecting field pea (Pisum sativum L.) and approaches to overcome them. Given the significance of climate-related stress on crop productivity, the subject is timely and relevant for researchers and breeders alike. The content between the abstract and conclusion provides the most appropriate basis for the title, suggesting that the main body reflects the study's scope more accurately than the title alone. Clarifying or adjusting the title could help better align it with the manuscript's core content and improve its impact.
	

	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.


	Pulses are a vital source of protein in the human diet and play a crucial role in ensuring nutritional security, particularly in developing countries. However, pulse production is increasingly constrained by the impacts of climate change, notably the frequent occurrence of both abiotic and biotic stresses. Field pea (Pisum sativum L.), a key pulse crop, exhibits various adaptive responses under drought and heat stress, such as altered root architecture and enhanced antioxidant enzyme activity. Additionally, their interactions with salinity and heavy metal stress induce complex metabolic changes, underscoring the importance of understanding these physiological mechanisms to sustain yield and quality.

This review explores the multifaceted responses of field peas to abiotic stress and emphasizes the need for integrated strategies—merging traditional knowledge with modern scientific advancements—to enhance stress resilience. As global food demand rises amid a changing climate, the paper highlights future research directions aimed at identifying and improving physiological traits linked to stress tolerance. Developing resilient field pea varieties is presented as a key pathway toward sustainable agriculture and global food security.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses a scientifically relevant topic and presents valuable insights into abiotic stress in field peas. While the overall theme is important and aligns with current research interests, the scientific rigor could be strengthened with clearer methodology and a more detailed discussion of the authors' original contributions. With some refinement, particularly in the methodological and analytical sections, the paper has the potential to make a meaningful scientific contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	The language quality in the manuscript is generally understandable and shows strength in the introductory and concluding sections. However, consistency in grammar, clarity, and scholarly tone throughout the manuscript—particularly in the main body—would enhance its overall readability and suitability for academic publication. With some careful editing, the manuscript could meet the standards of scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I appreciate the time and effort the author has dedicated to this manuscript. I found several aspects of the review insightful, particularly regarding the physiological responses of field peas to abiotic stress. The topic is timely and important, and the manuscript has the potential to contribute meaningfully to ongoing research in this area. With further refinement, it could be a valuable resource for researchers and practitioners alike.
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