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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.


	manuscript makes a valuable contribution to chickpea research by exploring genetic variability in key biochemical traits (protein, proline, antioxidant activity, sugars, and phenolics) and their association with seed yield. The study integrates nutritional, physiological, and agronomic perspectives, which is timely given the increasing global emphasis on food security and climate resilience. The findings provide useful insights that could guide breeders in developing chickpea cultivars with enhanced yield, nutritional quality, and stress tolerance. Overall, the work has significant implications for sustainable agriculture and human nutrition
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	current title is concise, clear, and accurately reflects the scope of the study. It effectively communicates the focus on genetic differences in biochemical traits and their relationship with seed yield in chickpea genotypes. No modification is required.
	

	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.


	abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, providing a clear overview of the objectives, methodology, results, and implications of the study. However, the authors may consider briefly highlighting the potential breeding applications of the findings in the conclusion of the abstract to further emphasize the practical significance
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. The experimental design (Randomized Block Design with replications) is appropriate, the biochemical assays are well described, and the statistical analyses are correctly applied. The discussion effectively relates the findings to existing literature and highlights both correlations and trade-offs among traits
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	references are adequate, up-to-date, and relevant. The authors have cited both classical methodologies (e.g., Lowry, Bates) and recent studies (2022–2025) that strengthen the scientific basis of the work. A few additional references on biochemical trait integration in legume breeding programs could further enrich the discussion, though this is optional
	

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


	manuscript is written in clear and scholarly English. Minor improvements in sentence conciseness could enhance readability, but overall, the language is suitable for academic publication
	

	Optional/General comments


	study demonstrates commendable scientific rigor and provides data of high relevance to crop improvement programs. The inclusion of correlation analysis between yield and biochemical traits is particularly valuable. With minor refinements in the abstract and discussion to better highlight breeding implications, the manuscript will make a strong contribution to the field
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