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	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.


	The manuscript addresses a significant issue in pulse crop production, particularly the enhancement of seed quality in chickpea, an important rabi crop in semi-arid regions. The study provides valuable insights into the role of seed enhancement treatments such as sodium nitroprusside and potassium nitrate in improving germination and field emergence. Such findings are particularly relevant for areas facing abiotic stresses like drought. This work contributes to the broader understanding of low-cost, effective seed priming techniques that can improve crop establishment and productivity under resource-limited conditions
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is suitable and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript. 
	

	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 comprehensive and provides a good summary of the research. However, it would benefit from briefly mentioning the experimental design (e.g., number of replications, location/environment) to enhance clarity and reproducibility. Including a brief concluding statement about the practical implications for farmers or seed technologists would also strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The results are well presented and suggest logical conclusions. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include several recent studies (up to 2023). They cover a range of aspects, including seed priming, physiological responses, and germination enhancement.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the English language quality is appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical improvements may be needed during full manuscript editing, but overall, the article is clear and concise.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study is timely and addresses a practical challenge in chickpea cultivation. The results have potential application in improving chickpea productivity in marginal areas. 
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