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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.


	The characterization of chickpea genetic material is a very good thing for the scientific community. It broadens the genetic base of the species but also gives researchers the opportunity to undertake breeding programs to improve chickpea production.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In my opinion, the title of the article does not fit with the content of the article.
“Genetic divergence analysis in chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) genotypes”
	

	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.


	See the document 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, but the approach and analysis of the data (for ten characters) show major shortcomings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent although others are very old (1986, 1966, 1952…..)
	

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


	The English language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article is important in the context of expanding the chickpea genetic base, but others should review the presentation of the different parts of the article. We know nothing about the material used. The analysis method is unclear or even absent because the maximum and minimum cluster mean cannot show, whether the parameters of genotypes are significantly different or not (Table 2). In terms of results, the authors did not show how the genotypes were clustered and no tables or figures were referred to in the text.

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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