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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 research provides an important contribution to sustainable agriculture by examining micronutrient interventions (Fe and Zn) to promote chickpea growth and development. Given the widespread micronutrient deficiency of Indian soils and the nutritional value of pulses in plant-based diets, the findings are especially valuable to agronomists, extension personnel, and policy makers. Varied response and application strategies examined will inform future breeding and crop management options for nutrient-dense pulse production.
The paper covers agronomic biofortification of chickpea with zinc and iron under arid Rajasthan conditions, which is an agronomic and nutritional issue. The study is methodologically appropriate and adds to the expanding literature on micronutrient management in legumes. The incorporation of soil and foliar application with varietal comparisons is appreciable and offers pragmatic suggestions for chickpea production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is a bit awkward. Suggested improved title- Agronomic Biofortification with Zinc and Iron Influences Growth and Development of Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) in Arid Western Plains of Rajasthan.
	

	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 summarizes the scope but fails to provide quantitative data and an explicit conclusion. Recommended changes: Provide 1–2 numerals highlights., Introduce a finishing sentence on top-performing treatment and variety.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the research is scientifically sound and uses correct agronomic methodology. Statistical analysis, treatment design, and data presentation are correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally recent and relevant, but some need formatting corrections. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The text is readable but requires grammatical refinement and improved sentence structure in a number of areas. A light professional English editing is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Separate "Results" and "Discussion" sections for improved readability.
Add a minimum of one figure or graphical representation of major trends.
Enhance methodology clarity (e.g., define FRBD acronym fully on first use).
Revise the conclusion, which currently doesn't align with main text findings.
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