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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 (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 highly relevant topic in agricultural research, particularly for regions facing resource constraints and climate variability. The study offers solid, field-based evidence on the effect of seed enhancement treatments on chickpea seed quality—focusing on germination and field emergence, which are key factors in crop productivity. Its practical findings, especially regarding the use of sodium nitroprusside and Vitavax combinations, have meaningful implications for farmers, seed technologists, and extension services. Overall, the manuscript makes a valuable contribution to sustainable agriculture and seed technology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the scope of the manuscript.
A slightly more concise alternative could be:
“Effect of Seed Enhancement Treatments on Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) Seed Quality.”
	

	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 is generally well-written and provides a good overview of the study, including its objectives, methods, and key findings.
A minor suggestion would be to briefly mention the experimental design or statistical methods used, to highlight the methodological rigor of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is well-structured and methodologically sound. The use of FRBD and FCRD designs is appropriate, and statistical analyses have been applied correctly. The discussion is coherent and well-grounded in previous literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate and relevant. However, including a few more recent studies (2021–2024), particularly on seed priming innovations or chickpea seed physiology, would help to further strengthen the literature review.
	

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


	The English is understandable and conveys the main points clearly. However, I would recommend a professional language edit to improve grammatical accuracy, sentence structure, and overall fluency, particularly in the introduction and discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The manuscript presents robust data, but Table 4 is overly long and may benefit from being split or partly moved to supplementary materials.
  Ensure that all abbreviations are defined upon first use.

  Figures and tables (if present) should be clearly labeled with proper units.

  The study is practically oriented and could serve as a valuable reference for future field-based seed enhancement research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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