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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.


	Chickpea is one of the few crops of interest for all the warm regions of the world, since there are more and more affected by the lack of precipitations. In conclusion, the proposed theme of the manuscript is a reliable one, if the paper is written as good as possible, being accessible to all the readers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is complete, just please add the country, even in brackets.
	

	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 suitable, presenting the used methods and a part of the findings. Please take into consideration the changes made to the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be scientifically correct, but the manner of writing, presenting and explaining the data, are making it impossible to read – I made some suggestions in the manuscript, in order to improve it.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	NO, NO, NO! This aspect is not good– please correct it. Use at least 15 recent references and mention the in the text – in Introduction and Discussions!
Even the few references that are included, aren’t cited, as you can see in the Manuscript, in RED.
	

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


	No, the English language is poor. Some of the sentences aren’t finished.
Lack of use of first Capital letter, even for names, while in other places there are used without being necessary.

A lot of additional spaces between words, punctuation marks used incorrect and so on.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The entire manuscript should be corrected and improved.
Please use simple sentences instead of phrases with no meaning.
I made some corrections in the manuscript, as example, but there are still a lot of them.
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