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	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 the dual role of copper as both an essential micronutrient and a potential phytotoxin in chickpea (Cicer arietinum), which is one of the most significant pulses worldwide. Understanding the precise threshold of copper sulphate that supports optimal seedling growth without inducing toxicity is highly relevant for sustainable agriculture. The study contributes to the ongoing debate on micronutrient management in legumes, especially in light of increasing soil contamination by heavy metals. Moreover, the findings have potential applications in fertilizer management and environmental monitoring of metal stress in crops.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Effects of Copper Sulphate on Seed Germination of Cicer arietinum”, is partially appropriate. However, since the study revealed that copper sulphate had minimal effects on germination but significant effects on seedling growth (shoot and root development), the title could be refined for accuracy. Suggested title:
“Concentration-Dependent Effects of Copper Sulphate on Seed Germination and Early Seedling Growth of Cicer arietinum.”
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly states the objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it could be slightly improved by emphasizing that the germination percentage was not significantly affected while post-germination growth showed clear copper-dependent variations. This distinction would make the main contribution of the work more explicit.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound, with a clear experimental design, triplicates, and sufficient sample size (150 seeds per run). The results are systematically presented with appropriate statistical comparisons. The conclusion logically follows from the data. However, the discussion could be strengthened by comparing the results more directly with previous chickpea studies (e.g., Singh et al., 2007; Hajiboland et al., 2006) rather than mostly general references.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites several relevant references, including foundational works (Marschner, 1995; Halliwell & Gutteridge, 2015) and recent reviews (Siddiqui et al., 2022; Palanivelu & Somasundaram, 2022). However, a few references are outdated or repeated (e.g., Halliwell & Gutteridge 2007 and 2015, both cited). Inclusion of more recent primary research articles from the last 5 years specifically addressing micronutrient toxicity in legumes would enhance the manuscript.


	

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


	The manuscript is generally well written in formal scientific English. Some sentences in the introduction and discussion are slightly lengthy and could be revised for clarity. Minor grammatical editing will improve readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	I would recommend → Minor Revision
The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound, with clear data supporting the conclusions. Minor revisions in title clarity, discussion strengthening, reference updating, and small language polishing will make the article suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent. The study involved laboratory experiments with plant seeds under controlled conditions. Standard sterilization protocols and safe handling procedures were followed.
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