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	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.


	Chickpeas are an important legume in the diet of many populations, given their nutritional and economic value, especially in regions with unfavourable climates. Thus, this article contributes to a deeper understanding of the physicochemical mechanisms related to this crop's tolerance to the metal Cu, which is widespread in human activities and poses a serious health risk to populations when found in high concentrations. The information collected is of public interest, considering that chickpeas are a widely-consumed food and a staple in several countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	My suggestion is that you use the scientific name and family "Effects of Copper Sulphate on Seed Germination of Cicer arietinum (Fabaceae)" or, just the popular name "Effects of Copper Sulphate on Seed Germination Chickpea".
	

	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 adequate, concise and informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript was written clearly and addresses the terms of the field appropriately.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are generally adequate; however, the study's discussion section leaves something to be desired. Because this is a subject of broad public interest, such as assessing the toxicity of a trace element in food species, it is important that the results be thoroughly discussed. That said, I suggest the authors expand the references in the discussion section.
	

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


	The quality of the language is adequate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	- The study presents relevant aspects by addressing physiological evaluations of a food crop in the presence of a trace element. It is known that the dose at which Cu is bioavailable to a plant will influence its growth and nutrition, or even its paralysis. The study is well organized, with well-defined hypotheses; however, the critical point is that the discussion section was insufficient to support the results and answer the hypotheses. So, I suggest that authors discuss the results using current references that support their important findings.
- Another point is that the tables and figures don't include units of time and measurement. Although these units are in the text, I suggest they be included in the tables and figures or explained in the captions.

- Finally, the conclusion section is too long and includes references, which is unusual. I suggest you summarize your most significant findings and transfer the references to the discussion section.
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