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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.
	The scientific community should take note of this study since it tackles micronutrient deficiencies by improving the nutritional value of chickpeas, a popular legume, by agronomic biofortification with iron and zinc.  By enhancing crop quality and productivity, it supports sustainable agriculture. It also benefits public health by boosting dietary intake of vital micronutrients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	There are some grammatical error in the title. As a result, the meaning of the title isn’t clear.
The title can be, "Impacts of Agronomic Biofortification with Zinc and Iron on Growth and Development of Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) Varieties" or "Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) Varieties' Growth and Development in Response to Agronomic Biofortification with Zinc and Iron"
	

	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.
	No, the abstract of the article is not comprehensive. There are many grammatical errors in the abstract. The meaning of some sentences isn’t clear. The full form of the abbreviation isn’t given.
The abstract must be grammatically correct. It must contain a clear concept of the entire experiment. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes,the manuscript is accurate from a scientific standpoint.  It investigates the effects of agronomic biofortification of zinc and iron on the growth and development of chickpea varieties, which is a significant and legitimate area of study in crop nutrition and biofortification.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not sufficient. Most of the references are very old.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	English quality of the article is poor. It's not suitable for scholarly communications. 
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	Reviewer’s comment

The whole manuscript must be grammatically correct. The reference should be updated. The title of the manuscript must be clear and grammatically correct. Overall, the whole manuscript needs to be revised seriously and the language quality should be improved. 
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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